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Iwi: Tr«i diHiliiM B^iT ^3frm % % 3i«rai w 

m< i ^i ^6^14 ^ 3TPiraT w3tI^ i 

a. 15/23/2004-^^Ntn^.--^ 1995 ^ #fn'^ 

1975 ^2TT (trrf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^tT arichcH-^ TTTT?’^ 31^7 ^ f^RFFTcR^t, 1995(f^'^l ^ 

^ TO t) ^ ^ 1^- 


cf). Mftb'^: 

1, cif% 3?flTO M 

i) 1^rf^ ^nf^TcfF^ {f^ ^ TTitor^ ^ to ^ ^ 

1/3/2001 ^ aif^RjTO ^0 59/1/2001-^it^^f^ ^ 3Tf%fT ^ 

qf^u i iHl ^ arf^Fjf^ TOto TO ^STTOT ^ ^ 

3TTO TO ^ ^ ^STTTOfr 

^ elMl^T «j^i^ ^ I 

(1) 
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ii) ^ ^ 3.3.2000 ^ 3rrt)T ^ sfr i 

^ R-iich 4.8.2000 ^ 

59/1/2001-^uftT^ ^ ^ %7IT ^ I ^ 

^^TR-qf^uTPT! ^ ;TT%f7T^ gRT 1.3.2001 ^ 3Tf^ v;j^-cjH I ^0 

59/1/2001-^^t^jft<^ gRT ^1'^ f^RIT ’’TT^ ^Tf^RT ^eR' 

28.3.2001 ^ Orf^^JiFTT 7T0 31/2001-# H I ^Je^ gRT 

eRTRTT RTfr 2TT I 


iii) srf^r^m 1975 (^sTRf?frf^) 3fR ^ ^ rr^ 

^ (iTTf^ ^3^r ^ ^ ^ 

3TTWR ^2TT a# cfJT f^ H I cjcl) , 1995 4 

^ ar^arr t % t ^rcer ^rj emr^ 

^ ^ ^ aiTcRRcRTn ^ ^ST w TRftarr ^ i 

iv) 5TT%cf?r^ ^ ^^crl ^ ^rtxff^rl^zrf ^ crttr rr 

TRftarr ^ ^ET ^ '^JTfcfRf trt ^ 

5fTa^TT-tT^ f3Tr I 3TT^t^ gRI 71chKl!^ch ^RTf^T^ ^ 

R? ^ fcRTR fcf^ f^ ^ 

^ ^arr ^fR^ iTTf^JciR^ ^ eztpt A wt ^ 

^ I ^4 2004 

^ ^ ^ ^ #7 ^ ^ TRm, SRTTeTRR 

fcfRJT Tp|7_ f^RTc^ OTJTTR vjH^qrt ^fNr^ I^Rxg" RFI^ 

cfRR c^ 11.2 ^ TTTST TTfecT 

f^r^THT^ ^ 23 ^ ^ ^TT^sfr RGrTcrf^r arm cf^ 

Ri cTlf^ ^ ^ f^qfTR ^ Rn? % cm] ^ wm\ cfR^ ^ 
CRTTR ^ 

^ ^fRRf ^ 3T2T^ EjM cFft ^fT RRn 3T&rRf AtA] 

RFJ f^ T3\iA ^ trf^ujTfRTRRf arf^ RT^ ^ 3TaRT u^vildf^ 

^ TTTTTRTT t I 


v) ^ 3Tf^ Rm-irf>fTRt ^ wA^ f^ RT^ ^ ^ 

A f^RT^ 14 f%?r^, 2004 ^ 3Tf?i7^ Wp -,5/23/2004-^R^ 
gRT RR ^ aTRRT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3Tf^^f^J975(^2TRmtf^) 3fk TftRT^ ^ (iTTfer ^3 t! ^ 
TR TRR^Eft cfTT 3Ticr7el4 ^£17 arf^ 

t^f^jtTR) f^fTRTT^, 1995 (|^ ^ f^ dHNeH ^ W 



[MFTl—■3^ 1] 


Vntl TTSTT? : 


3 


t) ^ WIFT (f^ ^ '^^‘S 

^ t) ^ ^l^<^|cKf1cH VWT 'tlc^c ^ cFTF? ^ 

^ 3TTcf?^TcfKTT ^ ^STT ^ ^ ^ 1 ^ ^T^aiTT 4 

1.3.2001 ^ 37f^R5^cHT "^10 59/1/2001-'^^^'^ ^ Mec^aTt 
^ cFKR-f^ W t 1 

vi) ■Rif^FfTift ^ ^ ^^Fftarr arrw ^ ^ f^FFT 6(4) ^ 

^ ^ PinfclRad W Pl^^dchV'i'^K^ ^ ^iTm-3TTW 

TR?T 5nFT ^ ^ 

1, R^MHd 
101, cpterf^^ 

^.art.^O 1039, ^fTt^ 3, 

FTf^^rerarT 

079621039, 

2 . 

ftWFFF 

3. 

Ttf.arr, ^FFT 6500 

6401 6^c1’1, 1^ 41d'<c^'S’<1 

4. ^"■'S. f^O 

2-3-11 ftFT^ 

f^Mlf^, ^r^-140-8633 

WTFT 

5. ^3TpM^ ^0 f^O, 

14-1, f^-flTFn^,l 
Pldl^-'5^, 

^r^-105, WTFT 
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6. 

3/11, fBj||5?jl-f^|J||c|| 

2 ^ 

^tcRfr-140, WTR 

7. ^0 

'{H Tl 33 

67056, 

8. Ao in ^M#fr ^ (TTcif^) 

W ^lviH>!, T^R-92408, 

WRf 


9. ^0 1^%^, xM^, f^O, 

7, (^|v3cHc|4, 

35-01, 

f^FTT^-038987 


10. xx%jn ^IRnf^ch, xM^ f^o, 

1, cfRirn ^ 4, f^Ml^x:-507028 


11 . 


Ao (^) f^o, 

622, 


cFelFT^, cfvltxT^, 

tcRl^-10110, 


12. ^0 ffWT^ 

'4^Pi chef f^pRjpT, 

4iPMiel\Hi^e, 

x^ x^RPiM, ciipMien, X^^ 07882 


vii) vjcKi PriFTTcI^ ^ 3h^>(XK XJjHcbl'^ HMI^ ^ 'XTNET ^ 

4^ Tfr ^ ni I 


[t^PTI—1] 
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viii) 6 ( 2 ) ST^^TR, ^1'^ ^ 

^?TTcn#/^W^/5rfcff¥M ^ ^ W 

I 

ix) 6 ( 4 ) ancT^^J^ 'JlNT'l'^ ddl^ ^ 1 "^ ’’TNcT ^ 

W ^ f^nf^Rad W 3TPIT^ CTSTT sjM'+il4d |3Tt ^ ^ 

TTfr- 

1. 4o ^^ CRT)' 1^0, ^ 

2. ^0 RtR^ f^O, ^cIxIMlcl 

3. 4o ?TT^ 4iRicher ^ Rto, 

4. 4o 3Rf^ f^O, 

5 . Ao ^ Rto, 

6. ^0 J^cIN^ ^RT 1^0, 

7. Ao fM erAAr^ Rro, 

8 . Ao t^3Aw wA^^^jfepcRT fc^O, ^d^INK 

9 . Ao ^ ^ , ^«\ 4 \< 

10. Ao ^> 8 ^^ ^ ^0, 

11. Ao 3 A^?RT ^^chd, 

12. Ao tf^ 1^0, 

13. Ao I 5 C'<^^i'ic 1 , 

14. Ao ^3TRi^3TTt ^ 

15 . Ao O^f^lchcdH, ^ 

16. Ao ^i%^PT ^RT A’^'A. • 3 TT 7 PT., ^ 4 ^ 

17. Ao w’MRf 4Td<iA T^^AtRr^^FT srf^ ^1%^rT (i^M^k^Mok'^rr^), ^*^4 

18 . Ao ^4^ STPTj cA^d 

19. Ao ^f^ 4 d Af^ch^ ( 3 TTtw), ^ 

20 . Ao 

21. Ao ^tw RtO, 

22. 3TT^ 4>A1^H Z^f^, ^ 

23. Ao AtwT^ Rto, ^ 

24 . Ao cAAt^Rf 1 cT 0 , ^4^ 

25. Ao Clio'S rAd'Icl MTO fcTO, RerrA 

26 . Ao ^rS'Md «AfAcf>c 1 A^. fAerH 


^ ^ ^ /wi. 
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28. ^0 T^. (^v^i^H>^), 

29. 3TT^ (^3nt), ^ 

x) R'lich 1 31^01, 2003 ^ 31 HT^, 2004 cT^ (l2 

^ Tirm ^ ^ I 3T3^,20 oo ^ ^ 11 ^, 2001 , 

3T^, 2001 ^ Tff^, 2002, 3T^. 2002 ^ ^TT^, 2003 ^ ^ 

31^ ^ ^ I 

Xi) ^rf&Tl^ ^2TT -x!Tif^ch"1 HglPl^V ll d^ (^^t^WsTTtlTu^) ^ 

3T^£T fcfTJTT ^ ?fN ^ 3ik ^?rm-3T^ ^ 

^ STRJTcft ^ e4l^ \ji-ieJi4j cf>YITT j 

xii) ^5TtTT 3n^ arf^Rj^FTT ^ mR-4IcH ^ f^YERffr, 

^^3nt 3ik ^ ^ ^ i 

xiii) mf^TcfTT^ % f^f^FT ^rt TT'^ft ^ srrftFft^ 

3T?F cllcO >(il4'JlP|0 Tf^^d cf^ iraicbN'l ^ 3f^ET IR f^aRT 

^ fdk,' vdi-lciiiT cfRl^ I 

xiv) W ^ T7^ v3^|c^0 3fF ^ ^ ^ ^ TTT f^ch l chxll 4o 4tw 

fc^o % TRftarr ^ IMfi cfr^ ^ i 

xv) ^ T7^ vj^ gRT ^STRtTRf JR^ ulHcb l ^ ^ ^ 3fk 

ft ^ ^ ^ ^ ?TT% 7TPTTRI?RTT 7=41 <^d 

3TT4^ ^ Wfd ulMcbl^ ^ OTEJR iR TfR^ :4 t^TcT ^ 

^3cWT RFT?T 7T2TT ^37WT cfSJT RFT?T ^ WTT ^ RT 
TRt dir4) Tf? f^RTT RT 7T^ 1^ ^ qTFI H l l^d ^ ^ 

xnFRttfr rttht ^=dRT mcH arf^ tftrt ^ c^ 

I 

xvi) mf^rcRtt 4 ^aRfjRt ^ 7 ^ tj ^pRit ^ 

22 f^Tt^, 2004 ^ TfrtRPlcb^ ^pRnt ^ STRTRR ffRIT f^RF 
TT^ ^ 7TO TRf^ TTTR ^ 3TT4^/f^pfeTT 

^2TT 3FT ^arcm ^ I ^ 71l4vTj[^<^ ^ dcj|4 A vRI^ 

^ar^ 7^ 3Tf^Ej 1%^ w 1^ ^ f4w 7R ^ ^ 




[MFTI—TSnr? 1] 
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f^, ^ f^R^d ^ ^ ^ I Rrf^ ^ 

^ 3^TO RiRsid R^ddl R ^ mRuiih ^ w I 

xvii) mteRt ^ RJf^RT gRT 3R^ ^ 

3T?T crrc^t '(■1l4'JiP|cn M7|$e1 ^ ^ R RRtSRT 

^ fcT*^ VJHd'y cb>!|^ I 

xviii) ^■cycf7 TT^TcfTRt wrrcT sttw ^rf^Rj^rdr Mr^xi'i: 

^ c^^ RmRi ^ ^ 3 tt^ A 

#FTT w ^ Tit t R5 t?rt ^ Rmmc^t ^ ^ 

TTFT^ ^ WFT RtTcRH ^ I 

xix) ^^4^ Piddle!c^l ^ Pm 16 ^ 3^5^, w ^ ^ 

^ toR Pf^ 3TTcRW ^asff/SntTR ^ x!|dKHI Rdicb 2 
2005 ^ R ^ m 

mRuiih^' ^ TJ^ t I 

xx) ^ arpRjmr ^ **+* ;^ ^arw ^ PMPt r 3R^ 
mmfi ^ t 3lk mPicm ^ mdd^M Prrttct^ ^ 
toR fmr w I 

2. ^ m cRTT ^FlP^ ^aiT A ^TtPR k>HI^H ^1c4d 

(mm) t ^ v 5M4^ #fTR5^ 3TprPm 3?aRT 3^5^ ^ 
3TRTRT 28 ^ 2826.1003 3fR 3TTt^t#mRT ^TppRR ^ 

cf?^ 3TT?TT t I f^ ^ cpffcfRUT ^PldlcHcb t sfR 

3rra ^ cptf ^tti?fT t’ I ^ ^cieft ^ 4RR^iId- mI ^ 

mmPr ^arr m t, riRt? ^ ^ Pf^ rv ^ 

rNt P cpcR’ Pbill I R-qKlcJPr ^3?^" d'2TT TFTPT c^ d^d 3Tr^ 

cTTet vJem" ^ ^ ^ ^ RaRfjR gKI cptf c;ell el 

di t, 3RT: TTfPrem ^ mPr # ^ ^ PrPrf% 

3lR ^ ^ PjPtPrt PrPPrt mK mdd^M R^hnc^ ^ 
srjfTR'^T^ ^ ^ I 
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3. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ft7 ^ ^0 f^O gRT ^ 

qr^^efr ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

^ ^K4> ^ ^ ?TF?T ^ i Rlc^l 

^ ^ aJt I ^ 7T£4]^ ^ 4o f ^ i ^e 

f^O 'HNcT ^ Hid ^ vj^^iqcf) •3T?r: pfTcT ^ 

^ wm Tf^ t 3ik f^^IH I cic^l ^ 3TT?RT ^ 

f I 

^TjfteiT cF)T 3TT^ 3^t7 tRt 

^.1 W^<i<b\ ^ 

4. ^ ^ 4 f; 

i) 3TT^f^ ^ t ^ Q[mi ^ ^ WK 

■^Te9^2ftcF?7Mt^ ^ ^'iPjq'ld ^ cfH!^ 3Tf^ ‘eTTf^^ ^ ?T^ ^0 
4tWT^ ^ f^Rjtn ^ Wl^c^y, HTef ^ ^IRTeT 

^ if ^ I Hid ^ Pr-y^ f^flrt if ift ^ 'iff TreR 

HildH '’i^dciH cFT^^jPTFRT T[^ f^ cfr^HTT *** + 

^/f^.TTT fcRfr t 3ft^ ^R^IHFm cff^HcT ***+ ^/f^.TTT 

t I vdH^W Pl<yld ^5tTRT nSH <11*11-4 cfr^HTT ^ 3mTR ^ P | ^|jf^d 
<1'^‘S HTeT ^ Hlf^lH ^*|uzf f | 

ii) 3TT^ ^T^eft wft ^ 

’^d«l'd4 ^HTH ^ t|<c^AlEjVl c^ ciMK f%^ ^ cpff ^5JR ^ ^ 

f t 3TT^ Tl^ iff Pi^c;d f % HldH<l?ff ■^c^ ^EfT^ ^TM ^ ^ 

^ fr fcTRRi ^ 3TRI #?ff fr mfer wWi ^ w t i 

^7^ WH T? mdH<M cTHFT ^ ^ 3rT^ 

^MN f^Tf^ ^ ^ETR R# EfR qrqr t f^RTfr ^ ffm t % iif 

f."^. ft f^ ^ Pl^lld ^ crn^ui f^le^d iff ^ [ 

iii) ff f^RJT t % k;-cik;v<1 ^ WT ^ ffRRFZ' qi edf l^jt 

Wft ^ RF]^ c^ ^FcRcRR 3TTf. # | 3TPf “g^ iff f 

% ff HtcTFTffr ^ cTR^ ^ 3Tf%F ^FTR- 3T2ffd; 

'ddPlAs^Wiidld ^ cnlndl ff f^RFl^ onf t f^RR^ T ^u || H<<ixhii 



[m*ri—-aijs 1] 


'HHfl THTTW : 
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TTx^^ ^ 5rat^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 5lfcR^£lt 'T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I *li^l ^ ^ Rl'<|c|C CTJ|><U| 

^ r^tMKH tt^ ichKIt^ch ^PTR w t I 

iv) ^ ^ 2002 ^ #f%^ Ptg^ci ?T 2 TT- >Hlf^ilH ^Tl^ 

^ 3N% #Tt 3?^ ^ s^H^cbH %zn t i ^ #ff 

ympfr ^ ^ ^ ^ cTfr ^ 

MRi<j7d jmicf TT^ t 1 

v) 'dH'<1<W cHt ^'ia^ "g^, Rh'^l % 4^.'^. ^ '(■i^cg 

f^rak vjlfm ^ ft ^ ^ gJNUT ^ t cpft% ^ 

W^ ^ c|TcfC^< ^ ^ t I ^R?R t-l- ^ ^ ^ f^ratcT ^ 

^ ^ f^H iR elMdl '!' 3tti? ^TR ^ 

cf^ ^ cfTR^ vjxTTRt ^ ifr 

fcJxfrJI f^rf^ 4 ^tTR ^ ^R^T t I 

vi) f^ ^ 3Tm ^ ^ q^cTR ^ ^ Ff 

^ *11^1 ?T2T[ '(TIhI ^ ^ fc^ W^*1lcfcfl ffc^xR cfJ'<l^ 

^ 3TWcT ^ t 1 M^-cJId 3TT^ f^TRit 

3TT^-T^ RRf RW RR 2TT. 3RR WT RRR RRff ^ 

R? RT^tarr ^ 3TT^ w 2JT ^ ^ ^ 

^ f3Tr I CR^ t 1% ^JRR 3?^^ ^ 

^ TRRR ^ OTTETlf^ t 3#? RCT ^ i.\. ^ 

"Rfr^TT 3f^€T ^ RT^ 3j;^MrdH ^ i^cllij^ c^ ^TW W 

RRrTT 2TT I 3Rt ^ ift ^ f^Rt 1% 31^EJ 4 RS^-vTIR 

^ 3TRR ^ 5Tf^ mRu|h ^ ^tj! 3fk HchNIcHch ^ 

XTf>TR ^ R^RRSq ^ WR RRT ^T%nT RRt% ^ RRT 

^6c^ 3TT r^ilHMeH ^ SncRW t ! t % 

WR R2TT ^ TKR7 3nf^ RRR f 3tk WR ^ R? 

^ RTTR f^ RT^ ^ 3TR?RfRT t R?T^ % RF RR ^RcTT t . 
tl^cj^ vitilM RtT cr>l^ dK-clfcl0 5Tf^ ft ^ I v3'^'l'^ cIR (gi|i t 
f% Srf^ RTR ^ feR Mldd ^R^Jt RPRiT^ 'SRR R^ ^ fcR 

3TTtRR RT RI^TR ^ RRT t cJKidf^c^ R? eRR RRT tt • 

^ tr i.^. ^ gRT ^ Rt ^ 

fi;f ifr RRR 4RR^R3ill' ^ LiRcj^^d ^ RRUT Tfh^ R# t I 


734 Gl/f)5~2 




10 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[PaiitI—Sec. 1] 


^.2 ^ 

5. \3EjVi ^ ^ ^ ^ ijm 

i) ^ f^tf^FT ^ FftSTT 3TTtlT 

Met MtT t 3ftT 3FT ^ ^ ^ST-^ f^Mr t 
TTTFfrjT ^ 3T5^ cM '^^t FT2TT ^ Mi W 

^ titMt cfFj;^ ^ 3T9Tm Mr ^ srtfM ^ 

M ^ JimErpT ^ t I 

ii) viErVi ^ 3M ^ ift M Mt t % Mr 3 tM cfM ^ pM 

Mtm ^ ^ 3nMp) ^ MnPi prrrMt M gttct^jt^ Mt t 

giM ^ M ^ t, 3m: HH'fl-y MM mMM M 

wIM ^TKTrMr Mtan M 3TT£rR w 3 tt^ 

M I 

iii) ^ MMt fMr t M Man ^ M 3 ttMt Mr 

MftMt ^ ^ Mtt w t prM Mr sM gtMjftt ^i 

w '^ei mn t T^ MiMp 3 tMt 4o Mo, 

^ ^ 3Tj^ET hic-i^M cf^ ft MfMMrt ^ ^tgttM Mtm 
^ M ^PPT ^ t I 

iv) Mm Mtarr c^ M? 3TTt^ MMM 

5nFi^ cTSTT rfMt ^-'Ml'^TT STTM tM ^ M uTTHcrMt cfM ^ 

^ t I ^»icni M t M miFRT ^2TT P l ^idcE chMdl 

MM 3incf7i0 3TTM^ M % fM M, FT^t 3TTMM 

MMM ^ t M % M MMMt ?t2tt MM ^ 

gM ftM M M mpM ^ MMt 3ttMp w MM t i 

v) Mc^ "Mm M fMrR ^ vdrYIdd cIMId d^TT dTFTTm MtM PTPTcfMt 
MdM M ^joMdT ^TdTfMTd ^ trm t I frr dad M MM MMdcb 

. dMm Mt MMtt ^ dTdT ddPd dPT ^ t afk d? 3TMt MM dprM 
M arjdTd ddd dtt dF ^ t I 3Td:, MdtddT WeT d? Mm t M 
d? ddfd dSTT dTddMd? mid SKI 3rM ddd qiRicd ddtt 1 dTSd 
M 3TdTd ^ dMm 3Md d# d^ Mt MM M MM 3 ttMp Mfe 
dRT MM dTdd ^ M dt MdT dTTdT tt dM, dt dtt 


sp a 



[ MH I—-gns 1 ] 






n 


arf^ ft ^ ^ ^ ^ MHif^RT ^ w 

arf^ ^ pf^ ^ prf^T^ ■ej^ viejVi w 

3TT^^ ^ ^J?R t I 3TFt ^ ift ^cft^ tt 

t cfjT^ ^ 3Tf^ EfT^ cTSTT arf^ ^ "^pffaTT ^ 

3T^-3T^ ^ fcfr^ ^ xIHcbdl t 3ft? ^ f^etRcT cf^ ^ #Tt ^ 
?TT2l-?rT2l WET ^ P5T?ft W ^ ?rfTRT P?T^ 3T2M 

pj?r4 f^ ^ ^ ^1 EfT^ ?T2TT arf^ ^ ^d'<i<^Fa ^ 

?t^>TTcPTT t I 

^.3 Hlftlqii'^ 5M uTN 

6. pnf^mrr?f ^ 3 tt^ c^ ^ ^ ^ "dte: t ft 

MRf^Rlijl A ?nftaTT ^ EfT^ cT2TT arf^T ^ 3T^-3T^ ^ 

f 3ft? ??# ^ .3f^-3T?FT ^ ^f?t ^ ?T^ t 1 "q^ \jdVT % 

cTcf^ t^ t qejT ^ ^ ^ ^ 3nqR ?? ^ 3Tf^q 

cf5?^ "Jjitttq p|i|tdch1 cT^JT t^ ^ t f^ ^ ^ didl ciid'l ^ 

3T?^-3nT^ qrt' Cf^ I t^ % '*ft q?' ■^TcTT f^^qj wq 3Tqf^ 
^t?H wq qq ^ sTsrqT qtf tt^ ??^ q^ arf^ ^ ^ ^ 

'jfir^ ^?f vjitFT ^ dl^c;i q^ ^ 3qqT? q? 3r?rq ^ wq tt 
?rq^ t I 

7. qjqq^Ett f^rwqctt ^ f^qq 23 ^ ?fTq qfer cim 9q^(5) ^ q^ qrqqpf 
t 1% Plf^tici PTffEjqq^ qiqq^ttt ?Jcq> eFTT? qrr^ q^ qq^ ?^J^ q^ 

3TTq?qcq?n q? ?FTq-?rqq q? ?nftaTT q^ 3fr? ^ qqq qqqqq^ c^ 
3TfqR q? qf^ q? f?f qjq ^ ?rf^ t % ^ cTqiq qq^ q^ qrr^ 

?^ qq q^tt 3flRje-U qtt t cff f^rf^ ^ qF dlH^d qTT^ ^ 
?Kqq? qit Rnq^lRifl cq^ I 

8. q^ ^ 3Tf^q 11.21 ^ q? qrqqrq t qiRrqq^ erqrq qq ?jeq^ q^ 

qntt ?^ qq^ q5t 3qq?qqKq q^ ^ f^rfrT ^ ?f4taq q^^ qrql^ ^?q 
cq?qT ^qq^ q?^ q? sqqqqEq ?rqFq qqqr tt qqr^ R^qqqrcqq? 
qrqq^Eft c?qTq qq^ ^ qrq qcp qafrfxRT qn^jiciRr qqqqT tt qt 
Ft! ^ fWt ^ q^iqq? ^ 3Tf^q q? Rf^qr qq ?q^ qft 
qqq? q?! ?qftaq q^ sqq^qq^m qit ii\U^ q^Rf ^ Rrq xncnKn^cp 
^Mchi^ qqn qRqr I qarqq^ q^ qrRiqiRt ^ qF 3rftrq q^ 

qq 3fRrqq? #q[ Rq qF F^ qKT q^ qqq q^ qqi qiqq q^ q^iKi 
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IPartI—S ue. 1] 


1%^ ^ cfv?^ 3iai^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3TST^ ^ ^ t 1 ^ telT^ ^ 

^5TT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

1^ ^ WTT m ^3Ri^ ^ t ?Tt M ^ ^ ^ 

de^ld '^HHIkl ^ ^fl^ I 

ft 

9. ’^T^ \J^ ^ 2T? f^ t % 3TTt^ Pl^U^dcb ^ cp^ TTSTT ^ 

^ 3tk \J^ ^ ^ 5# ^ ^ ^ ^ MHiPid cf^ 

^ Tira^ ^ 3wm ^ ^ arR^r ^ ^ w=fr ^m1%^ ^ 3 ft? 

^ ■51# ^ ^ ^ ^ WHlfi)|d Cfj^ ^£jt ^ W i|^uj^i|] 

3n^r^ ^ #RTT t, a# ^ 

RREft ^rfcRT# ^ WR ^ '^m RR I 3Tr>t ^ 

# CT^ ePT^ ^ 3T5TIR CTSTT 5Tftl ^£fr ^ 

^an ^ 3T^-3i^ ^ ^ ^ t 3ik ^ ^ ^ 21^ f^rtiff^ 
ciR^ ^ ^rm-'fTm c# w# Tn%T % ^ ^ f^ ^ 

3m^ ^ 3 ^ ^ ^ ^ f^rf^ ^ cT^TT a# ^ ^h^iciRi 

#Rr ^ ^^ITFFfT t I 

10. ^ Rr#5TT ^ SH^dcbT t eTSTI ^ ^ 

Rmk^ WTR 3TTf^ ^ f 3lk ^ ^ f^iRi ^ 

cFm[ TJ!^ ^ ^ ^ C# 3I|c|!^i|chd! t l^lRtciTT# 2 T^ 

RmiReT t Tf^ \j^ c# ^ ciK-dRch arf^ ^ ft t I m-, 
TTCT wft RJlUchl^ cfRT^ ^ 3TTcr^ ^ ^itel 5# 

'Jii^ ^ HiH<^ ^ >(161 Rid 'f# ^ vjilRh enwRr^ arfri ^ '^si ^ ^jci 

^ <T>R^d ■#cTT ^ I 

11. ■RlRmn# ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3tk ^RT^ fcpcTR t 1% Rm 23 A 

■d^!^ ■^ f^fd d#-d# vJlid ■^ M^dld emK[ '’T'^ i?J_c<h ^ ^jTT# 
rsA ^ 3M^^'chd! ^ ;nRm# ^ Rf^ ^ t ^ f^ ^an 

3TR1T ^ I C|^ ^aff 3TrW 21^ 3j|cjyiJch t % 

^ ^ d'cbKIc^cE RjlMchl^ viMd^ # 3neTR W 

MlRlcni'<l '21? P|uii| cr)'<^ ^ IcHk; f^TcIRT ^R" 'A eTHT^ ■’Tiy ^ecfj 

^ ^ RsA ^ 3ITcr?iIct>dl ^ 3TTcr?2i^ t I TTR^ 

A 3TT^^ ^ jnRmTT# ^ ^ar mA Rnftarr 3TT^-3^ 4 ric^wt^ 
^ -^R[i afr 3tk f^T 'mR ^ >H<hRldHch 'vdMct>l^ ^ 3TmTR 



[<nni—1] 
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VTT^ °FT TT3n^ : STOTtlROT ____ 

w 3?!^ ^ M I ^ ^ ^ ^ f^f^ 

TT«r^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fcm t 3fk ^ ^ ^ 

W^ ?tcTT ^ c;Km ^d^firTT ^ 3T5^5I cf>^ 

cTRTr TTar^^ :?iil^d ?tnT t l ^ Pi>^4 ^^Ff^efrr ^ f^ 

f^f^H TOchl'^ §RT M'<-^d ^8^ ^ crarfeT^ W cfi^’TT 1 GTd':, 

^ fcfxTT? t 1% m\ vJ^dSJ TRf^RRW dHcbl^ ^ 

arrtTR w ^en ^ ^ arrw ^ ti| t f^JRT^ ^ 1^ ^ f^ 

oTFJ^ ■^r'ftSTT ch'^JHI 3l|c|^eic|7 ^ | 

12. 1%^ mcd ^2TT uli-cl 3TcFT-3TcFr Pbv^ dl"^ ^ ^ 

' ^r ^ cT^ ^ d# ^ ^ ^ ^ vmw\ A ^ W ^ 
t, 31Tt^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T^^ 11.2, 3T^^ 11.3 d2TT 

3T^x^ 3.4 ^ ^ ^ Tlf t I 11.3 ^ ■JIF ■^51 t % 

^an ^ irf^ITTO^'q 1^r?xRTTrfT^ ^ 3FT^ 5 ^ ^ 

^ wOTT ^ ^ ^arr ^ dan arf^ #ff ^ 

^ ^ i ^ TTT^ 3TST^ a# ^ Cf^ ^ 3TtftT^ 

^arr ar^M ^ ^ cftct? cf^ |cr^ ^an ^ 

^ I 5r?d vdccii ^ 1% cFTT c^cfd arl^ ^ cftct? cfT^ ^ d41arf ^ 
cf^ ^2TT #dT ^ Tjof^ ^ an^ ^ ^ t i 

13. <T?x;[>< ai^-c^q 3 Mcf)d ^tcTf ^ 1% viCjVl ^ ^ 

cTTc^t ad^ i ch i ychl' 7^ ^ Tuftd amncft ^ dr ^ ^ \ 

aF^Ti^c; 3.1 ^ ^ ^f^- 

' TTT^ 1994 ^ ar^^ vi ^ wdtvJidT^t ad^ ^ f^ed^ wrr^ ^a^ 
w amn% ^ afk ^ ^ ^ ^ J^iiP^d dtdt (^) 

^nf^ aTTTTcfli ^ afk vjcqrdf ^ wmr ^ gWf 

w TTifer arr^ ^ ^nrm; alk (^) ^ ddUdl ^ ^ ^ 

amndf ^ TTiTTpfr l" 

ardTcn, arj^ 3.4 d ^ ■rERd?i 11% " w 

TTif^ aiT^TTcd ^ irm^ ^ yTR df "^rdt ^tqcT ardfe ^arr 
cf5T ^iiPici P^dcbi vdtiYn ^ R^Pi w eld I r^idd 

f^ f ^'d r , 'dm, <jdncFd , wm fldm, fdt fdd?T arr^ ar^r^ ai^^rcn 
vT^cfl'q, "q^ ^ ffT ^gidd qic^ ■'TT^ ^ 

TfTTqr dr ciK-dPlcfi cTSTT d'^TT^ pKNd i^llPtei 'etdt ^ .!' 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec, 1] 


14. 3TcT: TncTtlPT i) ^ xJTIT 51^ ^ t ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ unri ttTCT ^ ^TT^, 

cTSTT ^ ^ 5mm ^ 1^ mRT t I 

15. ^ 11.2 4 ^ mcmSTT t i% TTf^ 3T^r^ 11.2 ^ 

5[w wrt^f ^ ^ wft ^ l^mif^ Ic^mr rnicfr t ^ 

^ ^ t, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ irmeiPT t 

% ^an 1^ ^ Wcn t 5n%m^ 

^ mu ^ wu mViT 1%" riHHiki l^mr mm 

^ mm ^ ^ ^ mn a# mr^ ^ GT^mr mmf?f 

^ ^ murmur # i" ?m irrmnu ^ 5nfEmTT^ ^ GT^arr t i% uu 
Tfr^^ mim, ^ mrm ^fm uf mtu i% w ^ 

^ TRmr mr^ ^ mu arf^ u?l Ft^ l Fm ^ 

mm m? f^mm mmm mum ^fmr Fm mu mr f^utuu 

^ mm # uFcmj^ mimm % mn trfu 

mr^ f^rf^ ^r uFfm arf^ ^nft, ^mm umurm m^arm ^ 
mruT arf^ ^Rft ^ I 

16 . mum ^ umfuu mmusfi ^ t % uf^ UF uu m^ ^ ^ 

uFfpT fm^ mtu mm^ ^ 3Tt%m UFftaTT 3 t^%u t % 
mm FUT^^ muu-mtu frt mr^ mur mtu mu i[m sTf^mr 

1%uuT muuT t muu m^ 3f[7 utiVi ^ ur 

^ GTRim, mm% ^ rniftau ^ uf mim muft ut1%u mm arf^ m^ 
^uu^ ^ m^ mmmuT t I aru: t# -mr uf mum mueff 
nRl^Idm ^ uFff^ ^ ^ sM m?r mtu mmur, mtu ^ c^mm ummru 
fcTum t 3fR F^, Fu U 2 U ^ rnmr^ m^t mr urmuff ^ mm muu mr^ 
^FUT t arumi u#, msi^ ufe ^ t I 

17. % UF l^ftuu %m t % muu m^ mtu uu^ ufftarr umeft 

3Tf^u ^ FUT ^ mr umufr t 3fm f^ ^ m^tau ^ mm^ft 
mrnmmu ^ m^ F^mtuF uif #m l Fm ^ uf f^mr mr ummr 
t F^^ marmu^ urt 5r^ umumurm mrumuff mu 3nmf^ upftarr 
mf^ urn mu gttuu m^ mr^ft t ^ ^ ^ Gu^um marmu^ mu uf 

mf^ FtUT t i% t fctfirm UF^ml ^ urmu ^ mt um 

5ff^ 5Rgu mR ^ f^TU^ muu usm arf^ ^ mrf^ # i mf^ 


[MFTI—1] 
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TTTCT ^ ^ ^ 3TT7^ ^ ^ cfTiT^ eRT -cliecll t 3^k tl^ 'dejVl 
^ \icMKch1 ^ ^ ^ ^ f^lf^ ^ 

^ W f^WT ^ ?WT Riciiij ^ HIC»1'<1^ 

^ 6.8 ^ 3T^^ '{HciItIH ?T22I 3^5^^ ^ WEI cfj^ I 

18. ycben f^ci^ut-^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ 

^hn sTraW ^ eIRT ^rr !?Rf^rcp ^iRi<t7i ^ 3Tcn^ 

^f^Rcw Rr^ ^RR t I ^ ^ ^ 

ti i ^M i -q^ vitiRr vj^ x[hi4vjiRi'^ cf^ ^sitcT cf^ t 

f^T^ ^jitq ^ ^STcfjRf 5RT 3FfrRfRr Rf^ wRtr fi 

xn^ TTTf^ Ei5t tturt - ^;sf^ 


wH tm Rt^rRuT; ^c^i, ^ >iif^H 

^5.1 ^ 

19 . rfrcf^Rt ^ ^rRtRnpr, 1975 ^rt 9^(i)(^) ^ 3T^^ 

xi-l i HM 'fjc^ RrqtRT ^rqRpnsJ w Rp?Rt^ ^ w^-imRi^i 
in^r I ^ ^ tR RqRRf^/T3?m^ ^ mRrcR^ ^ oRRrt ^trtt 
qsTT ?RR^ ^ 'iHiHM ^ R(#rt ^ Rfcrqq ^ ^ ^rrt 

t i 

20 . strtRt ^ Rrcfqq fcbiii ^ mc^ 'T^ Ef?T 'd'lcni '^Rn 

cTFRT R fcRTT REIT RTRT StR TTtRRRT^ eR RTf%^ % EI^ E^ 

RrR ^ “jR Ef^RR ^ RRSff E|^t ETTRI EiR W RTRR EJTT^ t 
aiaiRT R^ 1 Rwc^ RTR ^ EI^ RRTEJT REH f RTiRT Rrt R?i 

f^ifR ^ tiR^ EjdtR eR srR ^ oraRfT errcRt Rrtert ^ ariRrEp 
Rrt \5nR R7 RT^ ^ #fn EfR 3TtEfKRT EfRRT Rf^RR c^ Rrt 
TT^ eEnjR EFTpERj ^ I EjRRt ^ d<R Reu ^ R? 3TTE|REfi ^ chW^il^ 

^ ERE^R ^ Eian 3T^eTT^RR '(H^EjVi R^ RPRTT t 3tR 3RR 

>^TIHM EjcR E^ ^ eR^ EiTTREfR^t R# Ef5t RTR RR WR ^ 

EtI aTTRR ^ 3fR R2IT cbKUlIrHRi c^ RT^ ^ Ef^ 

^^RRTcT REf> ;R^ RfRT f 1 RF EfREjR ^?IT erjtRR RTRWR ^ RRi^ t I 
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[Part I—Sec. 1] 


3Tcr: 3T^ GTpfcfTT^ arHFT vjefpn' ^RT ^R^cT ulMchl^l ^ 

HIC'I cfrt 3li0e1'1 ^ 5Rfr^^FTT4 ^TirTPST ^ 3TMR 

^ ™ t I ^#fT ^ t ^ 

^frtWr ^ ^ '!Hc|Tt1H JRTRT 

^frtWr vjIHchl^ W^ ^ cf^ ^ I 

21 , ^RR ^ 6.8 A W t % Tlf^ ^ ^ 

cfR^ f ■JTSTtf^ ^^RRTRf^ ^ iftcR GTTcRW 

RPTcfR^t 3?^ ^ ^FRm t 3iaic[T ^ 4 WfcT ^£JT ^ I ddl t ^ ^ 
f^rf^ ^ FRf^Rf) nSTT 3Tf%TT TTWRTcW araRT ^WRTc^, 

'^Ho1*T ^9zfi ^ •3TTETR W RT f 1 '5RR ^ ST^EI 2 ^ 3TP^ 

^ cZIcR^ t % ^ TI^ ^ vjIHcEI^ ^ 

3TTETR W 1%RIT ^ >:icEdl t I "^pF? ^ f^Rft ift Pid'fdcb/ddlldcb ^ 

WfRT ^ ^ TTjfRTdTsJ 3T^te ^dcbl^ ^ ^ ^RI^ f 

^TcT: Tfift Pld'ldcul/ddlKcEt ^ fc^ >[-(IHM ^ Mldd^'l?^t 

f^^dNc^l ^ f^RTH 6{8) ^ 3T3^ 'dMdd? ^ 3TTEIR ^ i%RIT W 
t I STcT: ^ ^ ^ WTRT ^ 

**** 3rR^./%.^JT. W t I 


22. ^ ^W?ft3TT^TlRTRT ^ 5R^ ^TRTRT 3TT^ ^ 

3TTETR W 1%RT RTcn t I ^^M^STT^T^r^glRT ^ ^TRJTcT c^ ^H'^RR, 

^ ^ uTtR 3RTf^ ^ #?PT 764 ^xR,Rd ^ Pl-uld 1%RT f I 

cfRRIHPT?T I^RltR ^ f>tR ^ MiAddfsJ ^ 

RRRTRJFfr iR f^RR 1%RT W t I ^ f^dldchl / dc^ l dcb^' t 
7T?£7 ^ Q^K'LgidMId f^RJ^T **** 3RT.^./%.ITT. ^ T|f 

t I 

^.2 ^.7T. ^nllcbl 


im\^ CI^^IRT 


23. ^TTf^RET^t ^ (Hf^PliJH, 1975 ^ TO 9^{l)(n) ^ 

3T^^ 7TTTOT ^ MrT ^ 3RfRRTTaf TRft W P i d^dchl ^ 
5R"Tmf^ ^ I 7T.7T. 3RP^ ^ ^ f^d^dch / dc^ldcb ^ 
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5NT 3T^te cT^ ^ ^ t I 

^ 3T^^ 6.8 ^ ^ mcT?jR t f^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^PTT^ t 3T2Tcn ^ >8Hmicjf^ ^ ^>ft?R 3TTcr?7Tcf) 

vjlMchl^ ^ t 3T2mT ^ ^ 3Tf^ MgxJidl t ^ ^ 

^ STRf^r^ 3T2Tcn 3TRm xlHchlxllc^cb 3T2M dcbKIl^cf), 

vJMd^ cT22ft ^ 3TmR ^ ^ I cfT^ ^ arjier 2 ^ 3TFt W 

^ cJTcR^ t % ^ gRT dMchl^ C^ 3n£rN 

XT? ^ I ^ 3FT^ ^ f^Rrfw/^cqr^ % 

'dIHM ^ ^ i MijWdTsJ 3m[-3TxpTT f^T^ ^ ^ cf?w 

t 3m: ^ McTcf^/^cWf^ A WTRi ’jdJT ^ wn 
f^^HIc|<^ ^ 6(8) ^ 3TfflR <3q'd«I cT^ft ^ 3TT?TR W ^ ^ t 1 

arm dHchl''^ ^ 3riM ^rft^ ^ #8T ^ ST^JcH ^ 
3T#3HT8j wrrm ^ ^ ^ ^r gM 5R^ ^STPTcFTT^ w 

fcmr? %2n ^ t i ^ 7 ^ t ^ 

jr^f^d 17^ '^\h^ ^ mra^ iTim ^ t t 

di'cl 3Tc7f^ ^ fd*^ cfTldd 3TtcF7% Mikl *1^ '<H<7> I STcf: 

^ ^ ^ Piii^dchl/vicqi^chl ^ ^ 

**** 3^TT.;5T./f^.'jn. mn t I 


f^^Tfd cjTlnd 


24. ^ #^3M3T7^7i;gT;jm ^ I%7 t TITT 3JT^ 

3TT^ ^ 3T7t777 ^ ^^Tim t I #3?hj^t3T7tV^^ ^ 3TTI77cT 377^ 
^ 3T^m? 3mto ^ Xj7rE7-37^ ^ 1108 ^."5^ ^ 

1%^ t I cbN^ymn^ Mct ^ ^ ^7^ 

^ JTfgn dHm'ldd'l' ^ W t I chlvixaHMId t^mtcT cffNcT 

^ m.^. 3717^7 ^ f^raWf/^cWT^ ^ ^?7 Tf **** 

3m.^./f^.T77. fcTrJTT ^ I 

^.3 WTR 


25. ;nf^r^ ^ tf^ 3Tf^f^, 1975 ^ £77^ 9^(l)(^) ^ 

37^^? 'dIHM ^ ^ ^ q<!7'lddiaj TTift w ^ 

qi^dlclf^^i ^ I WTTd ^ 1%^ ^ Md^/^FTT^ ^ TTTf^TcFTT^ £[777 


734 GI/05—3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


1 Part I- Sa'. 1| 


W|'<Tii-| cf^TT fchijI I cfr^R ^ 3T^TI^ 

6.8 'JT?' WiqETPT ijR ‘<T>^4 "'T^TcfTR HgN ^ HiI eI 

t 8TST^ -<i? ^)ft?R ^IcJ^iJch 

^ t ^ 3Tf^- ^[£8 t ETt ^ ^ 

8T2F£rr srf^Tf Fia^] 

^ ^ETN W ^ i Cf^ ?T^?^ 2 ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ t 

% ^ f^E^k^ TJ^ ^ 5I^-^ RdHcEl^ ^ ^£TR ^ f^ ^^TT 

I GTTTTR ^ 1^r^-cf7/^?qT^ ^ yU'IHI-il' ^ ^ 

f^qt^ c^ ^ ^ cfRiTH t oTET: 

^ i^RT^ 6(8) ^ ^2zfl' ^ 3TTETR W ^ ^ t I 

3T^ ■31Mcbl'51 ^ 3TTfT? hIrjJ^cJI ^ GlicbdH ^ 

’HPTRT gM mR^tT 'GTR^FtT^ Rnk f^Tj'i 

’’WT ■§■ I N^cJ^ v5£jVi Pl^dd l^'^l ^ 1% ^'*^'1^ ^ MNfdd' 

cf^)^ ^ c|5^ cfTT x^-ici^TiH mw ter t f^ t ^ 3Rrf^ 

^ f^ 3Tt^ ^ cfT?- ^ j 3 TcT: WTF^ t^Elk^ 

vRlMld ^ 1^RfRT^/£5?qK^ ^ ^£J ^ =5= + + + 

W t I 

Pl^ld 


26. ;R}^d f^c|y!U|-q^ ^ Wr^Tlx! A 35^ ^ fcR 

'^ET '4 MICd diRdd cf^ f^ElK*J| 'dcJ^IVIcHcb f^ijl ^dldl ^ cpjftf^ 
<^^4)3TTt^>S'k!'iH ^ TT?RT STRTrT '>8')^ ^ t I ITTfs^cFT^ ^ 

3TcTf^ ^ f^ ##?ft3TTti?^T?Tr, c^lcHcIddi ^ 3Ttcfj^ ^ 

wm ^ t 3tk w Oimn ^ Pli^ldcbl/dd^ldcb) gft G^R 1%£^ ^ 

Gm^^fRr ^ "mf^ sft^ I^Rt^ cf^Wd ^ f^EikR ^ 

I^FRTT w t I '^^'(Darr^kj^iJ'd Gmud arfcR^ stj^ ^tetr ^ 

RTTT 3Rf^ ^ 704 EET f^ratd ftRiT I RRTIRFTd 

R^Id EffWd ^ C^ yil'lvjRI^t Tl^ RdW ^ ;r^ ^rtrRr) 

TR fcRlR f^RTT W t I cEK^MMid f^ratd EffWd W\ RFITd ^ 

f^iJ^dcbVvid^ldch.'l’ ^ ^ ***+ 3R,^,/f^.Tn. 1^ RIT t I 

WTFT ^ Pl^'ldcn'l’/dc^Kcbl' c^ TRd ^ f^dtRd dHM dad f^mtd 

cnldd ^ 3TTdR Rdd Hlf^ld dchKIdHcb TRJT RTT t RdtfcR RTTf 3Tcif^ 
^ ^kpT R^ld £f?tdd ^!HIHM £J?l ^eRT ^ 3#R I 3RT: REM 
^ RTTT ^ ,^llf^c1 7T^ ^ ^ ^ ?dT ddT t 3^ 
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____ 

3TPTTcT eri^ ^ ^ yi!i'-5Hi4 yrfer arpncff ^ ^ 

f^. w t I ^iMvjlchH ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

W t I ^ ^ ^ ^^TTeTT W t, 

^ c^ ^ ^STT ^FT^ 3ffT^ # I 


27. ^ ^ ^^TTcTT t ^ ^ <mx^ 5Fcfi^ fcTcRUT-^ A 

'-IIC'M HIr^l'19'f '’TcT^ft ^ cf^cl f^TJJT ■’WF 3T^ ’<1^ <7>’< f^^TT ^<41 '§' I 
WR f^ytl^ 'xFfrHF^ '^. l^rafe cf^t^r^ ^ otstn w ^ 

^rxy=\ CFT ^HHxHK f^:- 


iU^ A^ 

^{m.^./A\.xA} 

{ $ 

Mlcid d 1 (7f) 


+ + sit + 

♦ * * + 

+ )(= + + 


>)' * >i« >l« 

♦ + ♦+ i !l:)icj)t J|i 

^IMH 

>}c>}c>}c>}c '))C%3|C)K 

=(!**>)« 


28. ^ '^NM ^ ^^TTcF A ^uf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

W t I ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ 

^STT 'F-i^chH SlH^cbl f\ I ■^?ft A 

HirJiH ^ WT^ ^TRT W t I 

5Tf% f%£lt^ <I)t art? W^UTTc^Tcf) ^£I ^ uTm 


xi. srf^ ^ Piyiyui 

^.1 grf^ ^ 3iicbdH 

29. Mld*#Eft PtiJHIcFcfl ^ il(iii) ^ Hl^eft ^ ^ 

vjeMK ^ 3Tf^ ^ ^ ^ar-^ST ^ ^ ^ 

^EF MIci*#Eft ^5TR 3t?nt^ ^aF-^a:r ■^, WTcFt ^ ^nf^tcfTT^ ^ 
t cT^ ^ 3TFTT?ft 5F‘HT^ ^ 3iT^“^^ '<i^41 3TT^ ^ 
vS'^Hchi ?r^ (^) 5r<F^ A^ ^ ^ ^rwRi 'A 

^Hlf^ Hlf^'l, Pl'^'id ct^lnd q'^ vrfaW c^ ^ ^ cirri' 27f 
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^ ^ ^ ^ cJIcl 3fRncT ^ Hi^l cpf^ ^ 

3TmTn ^ 37c 3ik (^) aTRTRft ^ ^ SltcfT^ 3TFnf^ 

^ cTSTT Wm cR^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I[2TTf^ 

^I ^nf^cni'^l M|i|| ^ 1% ■Rc^'^ '{-ielcg ^ ^ MlC-i HiRtI'1 27( ^ 

3Tf^ t I ^ M ^ 3TFTm ^ ^ 45.82% t 3fk 

^ 3T^-3T^ ^ ^ A ^ 3TFim ^ 37t A\ GT^cf, t I 

30. vj1mct 7|'<) ^ GrrcT ^ ^ RT^ % ^friRg- ^ ^ 3TI^ RT^ ^ 

TOg" W RR GTRTRT ^ ^ fsfRIT R^TT t I STTRlf^ 

^JcRTg gg R^mr ^3^ 3ftR TJ^ Rg^ ^ t I Rg^ggTStr gRT 
fcrf^pg ^ ^ Rg7 ^ ^JcRTg Win W t 3fk vSxHcbl 3RfrR 3W-3W 
W ^ f3TT t I 3TTgTg gg RTW ^ W ^ WT W t I STR: RTf^TgR^ 

% gSjtf^ RTgT 3Wf^d WIgl ^ Rrf^erf g^ ?TcTt 3lk 

3TTgTf%cT WTg g^TT WR WTg ^ Rf^xlRgt g^ g?ft ^ 

R^RgR g^ viicMiRd WR WTg RR Wg RTef ^ 3Wg ^ RRTg gR 

gg^ 3TtgW f^gJT W I RTteT^ ^ g^ glfpR RR RTg^g ^ ^ 
gg^g W ^ 3TTgTg gRT 5Tf^ ^ gglft RRTg g?i Rltg gRRT 
W?R I 

g.2 §Tf^ ^ vril'j) RgRT 

g.2.1 ail^gcbi c^ fcRTR 

31. 3TT^gg7 ^ f^^gd t g^ g^TTR ^ mA f^WgR A ^gR %gT 

t 3fk gTl^ gRgf^lcb aTf% R# ^ t I 3TFt gF ^ 

fcW t % g^ gRTTR fuRTgR Rf^ff^^ WW vicRIgch 4o ^tRg? 

fell^r^ gRT W t, ^ mA\ RTRRW A ^gR t 
3fk g^ gElVl g^ g^ f|g?t g^^ R gRft Ri^ g^t t I 3T?T: g^ 
g^ g^ fA\ ^ ^ gr^ f^rgki ^ rrx’r aif^ g?f ^rrt^ g^t g^tf 

gRTgRT g^ t I 3Tc[: g^ 3n^ eTRT^ gT g^ 3RgR R# gRgT t % 

% ^ gT^ 3TTgT?ff c^ gWT arf^ ^ 3lk 3Tg: g^ ggRTTRTgj 

^g ^ R# gRRT I 

g. 2.2 aiTgIdah ^ f^gR 

32. 4o fWg c^eirV^ ^ f^gR gRt?T Rl? f 


i) fMg RTgl^!^ f^O, tgRRTg {M grg fM ^ g^ w t )^ 
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^ 3{H^<t)i cTan vjinm ^ ^ ^ aramr ^ 

^ OT^TTcff ^ ^ ^ 

M ! eH>^M ^ ^TFT^ ^ Pi Pl^ldchl ^ 3fR ^ 3TPtm ^ 

^eJt STTct^-^ m f^ t I 

ii) fcpcitcl f^O ^ '(He4’'lAailcHHN'lcH W ^ ^cMiqcp t 

f^TWT vd^ I dH 4800 TTf^ cTxf t I I'^i^k'^H ^ ^ 

cF^^ t r^IxlHcbl viMiiW '(He^’^AsiWilvJl'tei ^ fcri^T^W ^ fcRiT ^Idi 
t I 

iii) 'd'^Y^ Pi^q-i fchiji ^ 1% vi'^Y^ yYcj^ viciVi ^ ^ 

t I ^ fcrf^rto '^uiqxll Pi ^ cfTTT^^ 

^fcTm "I I cIKxR Pl^cl'l ^ vj'^l'^ vjlirl c^ arffM’ ^<dl|c; c}T[ 

GTFTRT cf5^ ^J\J^ ^ t 3ik cKJlf^^ 3T^ P ^ ^ 

\J^lW ^ P ^ 3T^ t I 

iv) yYc^ vjciVi ^RT OTCfR ^ ^ chln^Y ^FiT^ wY P 

3TPTTfcRT \JFTK P cfFT^ P ^cFTT Y ^ ^YFcT iR” ^ f I 
^<d]i \ ^ OTTR P cb"lHd ^IddYrtft cFTF? wY P ^ 1^5f^ 

^FTcT^ ^^\< ^ ctY^ ^ Y wYt ^ t I HIdd'(|Sft ^Jetn 
^FIT^ WY Y ^ fY^Y ?R^ Y RT^ P\ ^3TT t I ^ fYY^ 

t f^ 1TRF Y YY ^ i^chcb f fY^YtY tYxTRTYYr vJFTk ^ orrmTf 
l^'IHkJH'^cHTf/ki'iH'N'HY''^ Y \3d^l? fYfYYPT cFrY P MYl^Jld Y 

IYrTT t 3T9Rn ^TRT 3fN%Yt ^ ^Yt P 3T3TYaFF1T P cPRR 

p ■^Ytt ■cf?t I 

v) ^5^ Y FFT ^ 3YY^ wYlcwiYt ^ 55 ^ Y Y^ eo ^ 
?r^ Yt c^Hd iR fYaY cfrY Yt aY^ Y I ^ Ph^ HicdYYt 
^friTXT ^ ^ ^ vi^cHdd ^ cfYw Yt Y wYt ^ t Yt 
80 Y 85^ Yt cYYttt ^ v3Md«y Yt?Y I ^mfY, otittct cTT^Yrt Y 
cT^ 3TPTTfcRT W ^ ^RRY YY^ Y % 3T2Rn Pp 
^jYYt ^ aYw Yt fY Pm m I 
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vi) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^Hd ^ ^iff7 ^rfpT ^ vddIKd eTFRI 

t\ ^ ET;>tT t cFeri1% ^ITc^ 

^ ^ ^ 3Tf^ t, 3T^: E7^ 

Chdcfl 3T2T^ RkNC ^ 3IT^ t” I 

vii) t f^ ^ ^ ^ 

Rr?fr t ^ t ^ 5ff^ chKcbl ^ ^pjN 3MT t 

cF2ft1% w # I ^jitm ^ ^ fcpin t 

^ cTHTT W^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ -eR-^ cf5 

^ ^ETN 3TT2n t ^ ~'J?WT 

f%?F?r cf^Rr^ ^8TT ^“iT ^ Ri^icie ant t I ^ 

^ ^ 5tRi cpITcRt ^FJT^ 

3TRTT ^ ^Id ^ fcTE[ cf^ cfTT^ny •^i^ Ry ^TpST GfclRf c^ 

#?R ^ Rmr^ ^ RKMd ^ 3TT^ t I t 

f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f I ^ ^ 

^ ^ WIW] 7000 t I 

cf?[ arw 1500 t ! ^ Rr^ ^w 

2000 ('^'ii'^H^^chJH cf^ TfJTf ^ yl'Scfix:) ■!■ I HICd^lEff 7T^ 

^ ^ ^ i:(f^ 5T^ ^F^T 1007^ ^ 

JTTO ^ cf^ t cTt ^ 3TcTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 7T^ tl 

viii) w ^ t 1^ ^rfcT ^ 5^T7T^' ^ ^ ^ cprrf^ 

i^T^TW^ ^ WTT^ ^ ^ 7T^ ^jefm ^ TTT^ ^ ^ Rto 

'>Tf^ ^ ^ ^ ;Rfrn ^ ^ t fcp k;x[-|E)Hk!cKH ^JcWRi ^ ^EREJT^ 
cWllcit^l ^an arWT ^ cfJTM TT^ gM ^ ^ TTc^ I 3T?!: ^ 

^TcF^ ^^W^>ii ^ ^'\*\ cF7T[ WTcfl cT^ cT^ 3TRTT?I' ^ ‘'tRcrRt 

*1 ^ sR 11 I 

^.2.3 ^ Rrmr 

33. ^ fc^cTR ^ f%TT ^ 7^ f 

i) ^ R^cjd t % ‘jttttt ^ 4lEJk|>ni^Ei> gM siRm 

cTT^#?T iilvddi ^ Ril^d ^ 3TfRm ^ ^ ^5T 

Rrak ^ t cpzfff^ Midd^W wu ^tt i ^ 



[VFTI—1] 
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Pl^c;*i fchiji eFTP^ ^^fKTTcT^ 

^ ^ "fPfTT t 3ft? pm ^ PPP ^ 3PT^ 

PMR f%?^ ^ ^ ^ ?FPT t I ^ Pl^l<^F 

^!-icftq^J^H • ^ P# ?PT mdW PP f^TctPP t ^ PP?^ Pt^c;i 

?]W PPPP ?R£ff 3TTm? P^ t I ^ ^ 

fprfcP? ^ P^ ^ PTPT PPti% 3mT ^ ^ ^JPTTPP^ ^ ?TO PTeT 
^ PTPP PP t I 3RPPT, PPPtPPT 3T%P PT^#P 

PTPEITpt PP 3Pnf^ CTTP PPt f 3ft? ^ 3tf!m PPPP ^ P^PP 3PPPfr 
pp '’M5KI '^ ?^ ^ I Pi??rp prsftp ^ PIPIT? f%?^ ^ ^ I 

^'pc^ 3T^PPT, dldif^ PF ?TcP t f^ FP ^FTTp PP PTPP %m?n?t ^ 

?FT t Q\f^ WtP PP l^fctpp t f^ PF 4l^qi PTPTPT PPI% 
feT^ 3PPT? P^ PP ?FT I 

ii) vj^'t^ Pi^q-i t^iPT ^ f^fftpft ^ P^ 2001-02 <rlp) ^ 

3ft? vipcf^ PTP 2002-03 ^ P?T^ f^'INC 3?!^ # sft? F?T^ ^PPP 3Tpf^ ^ 
^t?TP PFJ^ t I \JaVl f^^tPP f^TPT t % ^PTP 3Tpf^ ^ 

^t?R f%P?t PTPT ^ F?f PTP^ P^trp ^ 3TTt f^t?TPP 

^ pp?ur I \S^Vl ^ ^PPTTPP PPT arPPT PPPTP ^ ^PPP 3Tpf^ ^ 
^t?TP fi'Kiqci 3TTt t PPtl^ ?fP^ ^ ^ ?^ PTPT PP PTPP PPft ?FT I 
5TPPT rnFftP ^ P^ 2001-02 ^ 707r P^ ^ei^l ^ ^PTP 3Tpf^ ^ ^t?TP 
PPP^ 61% ?F PPT I 

iii) ^5?JtP ^ fMp FTf^ P^ ^ ^?P?^ ^ PIP P^ 2002-03 PP 

^ ^ cT?TPT I PTTP 3^pt^ ^ ^t?TP ^P: fctxftp Flf^ ff 

PPtf^ ?NnF PT^ P^ 1^ P^ ^ ^ ?Pf ^ fT^PTPP 3TT Pt ^ I 

f^rirpp 1^ t PTPT P^ PPFPP PTPP ^ PT^ Pl'IIPP 

3Ty^ vjl^fch f^fht P^tPP ^ ?TP^ PTet P^ PPTTPP ellMd ^ P>^ 

iTt?TPP 3TTt ^ I F^ P^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

iv) mRpicit cti1 4p> cl Ih 1 ^ PP^ PPTF P^ l^fci ^ p4 2002-03 ^ ^pt? 

fPT FTT^ ^ 3^P^ ^ f^tPPP 3P p^ I F?ft TPP?, 

f^r^ T? 3TTP pff '^^ 2000-01 ^ 197^ ?ft 2ft, WP 3Tpf^ ^ ^t?H 
Hchl^t l cPP? ^ ^ PF^ P^ 2001-02 3ft? pi^ 2002-03 ^ "^PT? f3P I 

v) PP5 PR f^R wfd PpfPT^ PPTTPPjpT ^ f^RlPP 3TT^ ^ pptl% '^PTPR 

?P? ^ PPft PTP^ PPTTPP 4 Pt?rPP 3Tf I deiVl ^ 
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CT 2 TT ^ ^ EIR^[ WfT ^ 

^ ^ ^fR?IT ^ 3TT^ f^RTWr ^ 3^17^ W t ! 

^ ^ f^rt^ fcf^ t % RR 31c[f^ ^ H^^Ril'l' fj^vJIcie 
c^ ^#tt ^ ^ ^ Rl^ldd 3TT^ I 

vi) ^ dMK ^r ^ ^ETR ^3TT t ^ ^ 

^ WMR Pj R'^lciC 3TT^ f^R# f^f^ ^ ^ 

^ WR 4 ^HTR 3TPTT t I ^ 

cTcp^ t -ET^ TfFr Pi Rl'ilciC ^ dlcjv^d cm i%RTr ^ 

^ ^ 507r. ^ ^ :JTRm> ^ I PTFT ^ ^ ^ s[TcR^ Ej^ cm 

srRTR i%R7T PT 3RI5T ^ ^ t | Pl^dH 

t 1 % ^ ^ W^Eft TTHlf^ ^ 1 ^ 

^ mmR 1%7% ^ sikt^ i 

vii) ^fi^ ^ ^ 3TFTKT ^ eR^ \itjV[ v3cdlcm RFKT H^IT 

•3T5TRRm^ cf?iHd cf?[ ^Rm ^ 0147 ] cmr ^ f^Rfc^ PrRRFRERTT PRmR 

Efjdlci] ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 3TRncfi ^ EJ^ RRtm E[?f 

c^Imci'] ^ TtRI 47cl'|tl] ^ ^ t d'il'l’Pb RE[^ PTTR Em ^RI E?^ 

f^ cfftpRT ^ pmr ^ EmEf?i ^mr t j 

viii) E?^ R#ET c^ w PTTcT Em afRrn ^ REif^ ^ ^ tl 

eRt^ Ef?r ^ cbRcb'l' qEf C[^ 2002-2003 cTE]7 RcFRfefmE ^ 

t ^ RtR-RcrRi’ c^ ETcmwTEf^ ^ Pit t I ^ ^ Pi^dH 

i%En t ^ tpertrt retr ^r rI^Rcri et^ eir itr m 1 % 

Eflt^ RRTTcfi ;rf^Ejt cm I^chlddl ER Rc^ I 

ix) TTFTT^ 7^, ET^ R#ry c^ f^KH ^ ^ 2000-01 3Tk c[^ 2002- 

2003 E^ #E[ ^ETR 3TRrf # fER^ RR[-3TErf^ ^ RT: W 

3fR RE^ f^rfe ten t ER Rcite mte anter e^ pfi^tet E[?r 
Emi-^ ^ f| t I 

x) Ej^ Rter ^ farter ten t ^ ^ mte antet ei^ 

err e^ rtrt cmtete arf^ t ter E^t EnErrte te te ^ 

Ej^ Rter ^ ^ tet Efifte mte ^ntet et^ mEJTR 

^ nfE[ fte RTEpfi I Rte ^ ^ ’ft 11% te nft ^Rm 
ft ten Rter c^ ten ntei Rtefti ft Ete^ Etete teft e^ ter 


['Hnl—"aro 1] 
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t ^ Wjff ^ "fTJTRT 3T2Tm ^ 

uTT% ^ 3T^TTf^ ^ 'jTT^ ^ I 

Xi) 3TmTcfi ^ Wm ^ t I d^-3T^ ^ ^tTFT WT^ 

^r RKNci 4lciH^'l£f^ ^ ^ cFR^ 3TRrr t 3fk 3?!^ 

3Tf^rcf5t?TrRn ^J^c<h 4)viH| c^ d6c1 ^ € I 

xii) ^ ^ ’TTfe f^fjtf^ #fTT3fr ^ ^ 3Tf^ t aftr ^ 

WT?t 3Tf^ f I ^ vJTm ^ ^ Hlfrr ^ I 

xiii) cf5T f^r^ t % ^ 3T^ ^ ’Ej^ ^ srf^ 

^ ^ cJT^ ^TRITrff ^ cFRtiT ^ 3ft? ^ 

>9Hiki ^ t Ht ^ cf^ ?5^ ^ i 

xiv) vitiVl ^ Pl^dH t^T?TT ^ 1% ^d[^ 3lldld1 ^ cfuT^ 

cf^ arf^ ^ t cRfrf% iJ 3 tpjtct ^ ^rf^ cfTtwt ^r? ^ ?t f i 

3T^ ^ 3TT^ Cf?^ ttt^ n^ll ^ 1 

xv) vJTm 3Tcrf^ C^ ^t?N ^:?TtTT cfff if RkicIc ^ | 

cf5T RTcT^ t 3TmM 3Tf^chi!^ld'yi EflWTT c^ cT^ 

3TT^ t I Erf^ ^ 3TFIT?fr ^ fEfW? RfTZn WT t ?fr cR ^ ^ MdR^Dd 

^ ^Vfl I 

xvi) EJ^ ^ ?T^ ^ kJch'tfTd vJcMidcb t I 3KT: El^ 

vicMF^cfif C^ #cF oLINK prfM^ ^cslfciqT 3TaTcn F^RpREff cfff ^ arf^ W] 

^l^TcJI cf7T?d ^ ?RF7^ t -I 

XVii) Mcbdd fcfcRUT-TTd c^ Pfc^rR if ET^ if Pl^dd %3n t cf)T 

^ dHdT f% ^ c^ cTBd arf^ ?r^Eff dm mic-i 

^ dm ^ did c^ dTd-TTTd ERP 3TTEJT? t, dsfrf^ dff 

^ t I Rrf^ yrf^iff ^ cFsn df^-RrE^t?d ^ ft dm 
dd^3Tt cfdi? ^ ?Tld dlRldl 3r5dT? ftd ^ cf?f t 1 

- d. 2.4 df^TcFd ft gRT dtfl 

34. d^Eft toddcit ^ f^rad 11 dd 3T^ET-11 f dRfdT^ ^ ^ 3TfdT 


734 GI/05—4 
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[P^-utT I—Sec. 1] 


t ^ ^ ^ 4 ^TTSTR" ^ ^TTfer arFimt ^ 

3fR TTlfer GFRTRTt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3 TFTKfi ^ 4 Ru|I^ ^ ^ cfR | T|f?f 7 ^ ^ 

3TPTT?fi vrfer srprin vkt t 3Ta: VT%vRt vv vvmv t 
^5^ qrfer 3FRjT?Tt qrai it^it q^t^cT-VTirq ^ ^ ^ ^ afR 
^ RrgfRcT ^ fc^ ^Tfa-q^-f^ qq R^c^tjui R^zq ^ f% 

qq ^ qrfer aTFTT?ff ^ qiwRch §t1^ m #q 

^ t I 

arranr-^RTjn ^ 3TraTH-ci?m^ 


35. arf^-f^v^^-arqRr ^ #3Mr3ntTTo^VVi ^ srt^ ^ f % 

aTf^-qTM-arqf^ ^ anw arfcp ^ ^ 

t 1 dcl^^iK, # 3 frqfr 3 TTtTTU^VVf VV 3 TFTT^- 3 Ttq?% ^ ^TN^ft V 

w f- 


vq^ 

2000-2001 

1 2001-2002 

; 2002-2003 

Kj]\Ti afqfcl 

H 

2288 

i 1394 

> 1086 

764 

iw 

617 

T 

in 

' 361 

111 


^ 2905 

! 1943 

1447 

875 

araq ^ 

1018 

1634 

1631 

- 1035 

^d aiidid 1 

3923 

3578 

3078 

1910 

arrqidl 

1 




^-isIcS ; 

74.05 

54.32 
|_ .. 

47.02 

45.82 

aqq 

25.95 

I 45.68 

I 

52.98 

1 

54.18 


36. ^4^cw aTRE% iiF qqiT^ f i% aTnqTcT-qrqi v v^ ^ Rniqe i 

^ 2000-2001 ^ ^RfT 3923 ^ ^ ^ft ^qtri-aTcrfv) M Uda>^ 

1910 ^ q? 3T^ ^ Vl ^ aTETRI ~<^ 2000-01 V 

1018 ^ ^ q^q>-xr ^-aiql"^ q 1035 <h ii'i qv I ^ 

qqr ^ t f^ ^ arrrf RH aiKTra' 

qq qf[ q4 2000-2001 ^ 74.05'.4 7^1 2Tf, qfTq-aTqf^l ^fr^FT 

45.82Vf afrv 3RT V^fli ^ ^ ^ aUTTTcft F afFlTdl 

qq qft 4^ 2000-2001 ^ 4vrq 25.950, q?i ?q, arra araVT q qq 
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'‘TTTfi ^ _ 

54.187(' ^ i Wi tTcp ^ 2000-2001 

37248 ^ slcich'-: vit4 ^ 42889 ^ '1'^' I 

^ ^rq?TT 

37. ’q^ ^Trm ^ m^, ^qr sr^qr 3fk ^ ^ 

TTifer 3TTwt ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f^n^rrqq ^ ^ 

^ ^ qt t I ^ ^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ #fTq 

1180 f3TF an, q^787 3Tqt^ ^ 952 7? W 1 q^ 

^ \d<^ic;q arqqr a^fo-arqf^ ^ ^iTiq q7 ^ 3#7 

arqqr vjM^ ^^tq arqf^ ^ '^iTFt q^ qqr qqfl^ ^ #578 wr-qf^^ 

■^r Rki^s: qq 7^ 7?T I 


8^ 

! 

qfcl^I^lf^d ^881 

'd<8l«;q(8'# 

aror 3 m# 8 (7r) 

vicMi8)(8i.c;q) 

2000-01 

1560 

1180 

76 

2001-02 

1560 

1178 

76 

2002-03 

1560 

1035 

66 

2003-04 

1560 

952 

61 


qtq qqr gioTR fl^T# 

38. -gK^T #8 qq MlcKhdH q^, f### 8?! 8TqT #7 38q' %#t # ^ 3881# 
3ft7 7TT8 #, Ttq^ # 8^ 81887 ^ 3881# # 388T7 87 t#8T 

88T t 1 


— 

[ 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 ' 

788-318# 

8 #(#.88) 





tl^c^ f^f#8t 

1018 

1183 

850 

923 

'<-i<1cS 9^l1 'A 

2905 

1943 

1447 

875 

388T8 



■ 


#1 

1018 

1634 

1631 

1035 

388Tcf 





^et 38818 

3923 

3578 

3078 

1910 1 

... ... -..-1 

2?d #8 

4942 

4760 

3928 

2833 ' 

^MK 

- — - 


1 i 
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[P/\rt1—Sec. 1] 


f^TTH 1(7.) 





vjEjIJI 

21 

25 

22 

33 

TH^cSl 

59 

41 

37 

30 

3PET ^ 

20 

34 

41 

37 


39. W ^ ^ ^ 3TTf t ^ ^ 2000-2001 

^ 4942 ^ ^ ^ A 2833 ^.'5^ ^ ^ 

^ I ^2T 3TWRff ^ ^ ^fHTTT TOTT 3fk 

^ t I ^ ^TRR flRH ^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ 

217r ^ 21T, 3T^ ^ 337. ^ W ^ ^ ^TlfeT 

3TFIT?fr ^ elMR 1%^ ^ f^cnr ^ t Cjfk RRI 3T^ ^ 

297. ^ ni^lcj-d 3TTt t I #?fr ^ 3TRrnft ^ ^ HFT ^ 

177. ^ ^ ^ t I 3T?f: ^ 3lt^ ^ t 1% ZFH^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ifp3TR 7^ ^ ^ ^ WI^ 

^£TR ^ t 3fk EI^ W TTlfer OTETTcit cFJT ^8750-3?^ ^ W tl 

40 . cfTt flr^ ^ cnt 2000-2001 ^ 100 ^ 7 # sJt, ci^ 

W^T-3Tcrf^ ^ ydchx! 81 7? I ^ Vm^, cT^ 2000-2001 ^ TER 
Ef 197. ci)t W?^ f^TlcTd t I ^EWf-RFT?r ^ '>ft cfN 

cT^ ^ WT^ R'KIcje 7^ t I -^3^ cf^ WTT^-RFTET 3fk I^RTeT 
fk^ cffTH^ c^ arjTTR f^RTfcTfecT TTR^ ^ ^ t:- 


3TtcIvl 



^v3cMI4H cT8JT fls^ 
cTFTcT ^ 

(TnO) 

Rnr/fif^ 3Tf^ 

(TnO) 

2000-2001 

si**** 

♦ H« * * 

Hs*** 

2001-2002 

* * * * 

♦ * * * 

Hcjl*** 

2002-2003 

**♦* 


>!<>!« ♦ * 

2003-2004 

♦ * H< * 

**** 

**** 


41. ET^ ^ TpTT t ^3EWf RFTcI ^ W??t PlTIcj'e T^ t ^ 

2000-2001 ^ 100 ^ Ere^7 Rm ^ 76 Tii aflY fki^ ch^lHcft 

^ ET^^T# RlTIcje 197. cf?t 7# t I ^ E3EWT-c3PTcT 




[ WTl~T5^ 1] 
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^ RKMri ^?Wf ^ ^ 3Tf^ t I 

^ ?Tf^ ^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ 100 ^ ^ ^ 

aTf^-3T^ ^ W1^ ^ejN 3f^ ^-3T^ ^ ^ 764 ?T^ ^ 

WH t I ^ 4K W ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^PTr:^^ ^?TR ^ t 1 ^571^ ^ 2002-03 ^2TT 2003-04 ^ 

^ nt t 1 

OtIhcI Qjc!^ 


42. ^3Tt^-3T^ ^ f^ TTW^ W ^ 7T4?J H ^Tlfer STFTRfi ^ ^4Tf^ 3ft7M 

3ft7 IT^ ^MN ^r 71^ f%5J^ c^IhcI ^ rjcRT ^ ^ ! 
'fTO ^ 3TFn?f ^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ 7T^ W ^ 

IT^ ^3^ ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ TFT I ^ 

^J^tnr cfft t%ff^ cf^lHrl ^ c|7<itcfl ^ I cfT^hft’ vriitj 3TFf^ 

7Vf ^ 167^ 41 "4 7^ I 


<^^Hd 4)clcfl 



774tg 

PlHd [^4^ 47^eri 


^ 3|c )}c 


d'^'S ^cr4 

52724 

63114 

54040 

.. 

4^Hd 4)c3r^ 

^ sjc :{( :{( 

^ jjc JjC 

* * 

ct^lnd 4)cldn 7f 

>jc >}c ;{c 

:{c ;fc 

;j« )i; -it 


cf)Tf ^TTf ^ (^5^1 OtIhcI 

43, ^ FFT F7 cf^tFcT a# ^ 3ltcfK3F ^ ^ TTc^^ ^ 

ti 3^Tf£jcFT^ ^r ara^Rlchi^ ^ w3t ^ t 3lk 

pci'll ^ Flf^ cJtF FT^ F7 f4f41 ^ '41 HI 

^ w 71^ I vicHiH,ch c^ aiarf^raT^ ^ 

T^TR-aTcrf^ ^ ^fTH f^WRI^lk ^ ^ ^3WKF-c3FM 

47 TT^f^ 7^ ^ f^W7 1%^ 4^4 t I 3Tc314T, S^^^lddistt 
^ 74W 477^ 7^ aFT^ ^MijVl Pl4IHcb 44FTT Tj^n t I IT? 

TTF t TRng ^ ^ 714^ 4Tef 44 4Tf^ 31^774 

77r4-3T4f^ ^ f^ 77^ ^J7lt4 ^ 7T44 f^Tltf^ STarfcTcFr^ 4?t4cT 

^ ift 44T t I 4TR-3T4f^ c^ Tf^TH 44T 447 47 44 Flf^H 57f ^ 

157 44^ TFT I 
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[Paki 1 Skc. 1) 


3() 






5|t rf: :J: 


451 Md Chdtrf] 



AA\ 

^idlricMyl '4?fH 

»}c )}e )}e sjc 

;|c ;|c )lc ^ 

J|< 5|{ >|S >|{ i 


52724 

63114 

54040 

0H Rfdl cdld 

G<'~r\ 

’ll + + 5i< 

^ ;{c 

>|< >fs ;f; >f; 


44. ^ ^ Yf^ 

-<^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ f^ ciWt A cRArA\ 11%^ 

^ Ar: fcfj^ uITeTT t % Tf^ c[5lHd Ti^ ^ 

GTSrf^Rf^ ^ 3Tf^ ^ t I 

^ grtcm^T^ 

45. ^ Er^TT c^lHdl W Tlfer GHilldl ^ ^ITTT GflX GTFTTrff 

Cf?f HMI ^21T ^ Pr5^ aTf^-x:ic^c14>l, viYjVl ^ SFI^, 

ddddd, wtAi^ 9\{AA\ ^ tittt A \AfA^ eWt A 

^TWE ft^ ^ Triri cf?f ciee^ ^ ^ -q^ vjgjtTf tA\ 

Cl?f ^ ETc^cT^ 3TTf^4^ 4^Kcdl ^ A\ f^FTTJTFR f^^c^qui 

t- 

c^mRETT 


46. A<c^ ^ ^“Hyddl cfq R)^(^t|L)| 4T«|^ c^ Rchlx^ c^ 3TT?IN W f^-qr 

W t - 





vH|cr)4 


dcMIdd cTSn 

(^5h1-en''m 

TTf^ (^O) 

WsiSt <()lMa/i{l.e'f 
(IRO) 

A\.z^ (^o) 

j 

2000-2000 

3(« :^c j)c ^ 

^ ^ >{( 

^ !}: sj: rj: 

2001-2002 

+ >)t + H< 

* + ** 

+ + =f« 5i« 

2002-2003 

^ 

^ 3)c 

+ ^ :jc>|c 

2003-2004 

=<! =1= + >)' 

- 

% 5|c ^ 

^ ^ ^ 








[ MFT I—I ] 




II 

47, ’ET^ ^ dm9^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ "^tTH 100 W ^ 

^ ^ 764 ^ I ^-3Tcrf^ ^ 

f^f^d ^ ^ Riy^rf 3TT^ t t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

1%^ 3TTETR ET^ ^ ^ ^ f3TT t I 

^Li^’cf^ '<iKuy] ^ zr^ ^ '(i<4>dl ^ 1% \Jli’d-3Tclf^ c^ c^l'^Id tl^c-J^ 

^ ^ ^ETR 3TRn t I 

'ilvHJIK 


48. 3R^ ch^-crrfM ^ ^fR5JT ^ ^ t cpzftfe 

^JcWT ^ 2000-2001 ^ 100 W 7?T an ^ ^j|tET-3r4f^ ^ 

tjdchx; 81 ^ W I ;Tf^ Cb4x|l^ ^ 27< ^ ^ 3Tf^ ^ 


n'KIcId 3TT 71^ I 31^: ^ IT^ fi arf^ ^ ^ ^ 

^!RJRn t I ^r ^ 1%^ t ch^T^lRill ^ ^ 4^d1^ 

vjeMl^c^dl ^ '^ETR ^ RPTcf cp^lcft viURI ^ ^ Rt ^ I RF did 


flbdl ^cTT 1% IRRRTR ^ 

t 1 

■TFR 

4 qRcj^d R^ ^3RFR RR RRF ^ 

I RR 

RjRRTfw 


^RRRR(fRnn.) 

RtR RRtRm 

1 




(f^iJI.) 

: 2000-2001 i 

100 


100 

100 

,2001-2002 

121 


100 

82.30 

; 2002-2003 , 

90 

88 

97.50 

1 2003-2004 (^dtR 
3TRf^) 

83 

81 

97.68 


*1vH«j^RRt 

49. HId cf^l RR^RrI^ ^ ^ Railflb RF d4 2000-2001 ^ ^FTR 

Rt 100 W ^ aft, RF RTR 3TRf?t ^ ^RH R^RR 122 ^ R^ sfR RTTR 
ft, 1%1M R?t 3?%W RR^ ^r ^ ffe R^ R^ t I RF 2000-2001 
^ RRpf 100 RF ^ aft, rIr CHRf^ ^ RF RRRR 130.25 ^ R^ i 
\3FftR R?t wld .R)4Rlfl RR^ RR ^dd RtR-3TRfEj c^ <fl'<M RR RRT ^ I 
fcp^ RF RRT t 1^ R^ ^JRifR 3TERft R^R^fM 4r ^ ^ 
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[Pakt !- 


^ W[ TR) RNR ^ RT 3!Tcp^ |t [ 





dTI % 

hI^ 


+1vJl«^iyill 



TTFjl^Rdi 

2000-2001 

100 


100 

100 

2001-2002 

96 


84.94 

79 

2002-2003 

115 

125.27 

112 

2003-2004 (xd id 

122 

130.25 

119 


3T^) 


^l«jthd l 

50, ^ 3T^ ^ ^J?WT ^ Pl'^lcld ^ ^f^Rry 5ff^ Ff3 ^r| | ^ ^ 

^ ^l^chdT ^ 3TT^ t I ly^ ^ vTdTTFTcPFTT 

A, ^ ^cWT ^ ^ ^r t, GTtFi-3T^ c^ 

2Vf ^ 3TT^ t ^3Rj^ ^3[ft 3Tcrf£^ ^ yrdTlRT 100 ^ LicicR 

81 ^ TRT I SIFTr TTF ^ ^ ^ ^RkTT t % ^T dlKcbd l ^ ^ 

cpm Ty^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 





^d1fdH(R)7i4l.) 

nlri 




'ddHiqcticIi 





(f^mr.) 

^00 ^ ! 

2000-2001 

u 

100 

1 100 

2001-2002 

121 


100 

82.30 ' 

2002-2003 

90 


88 

97.50 '""' 1 

2003-2004 (^ 
3Tdf^) 

83 


81 

97.68 ^ 




51. ^ ReT ^ RTT t I Fy^ c^ 

yjfr ^ 2000-2001 ^ 100 R 3y^ ^ cy^ ^yytry 3T^ 16.31 


: Lo 
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^ ntr 3tk ;rfrr?m ^ ^ ^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ 100 

^ ^ arr ^ ^-3T^ ^ ^hrr 16.31 ^ ^ I 


^ 3 ^ 



■■■■ A.^^^VarVa.'^K^PH^H 

KillKiCrBEIPfT^lB^r]^ 

3lf^H wTcb 


100 

100 


4.44 

5.15 . 


136.17 

113 • 


18.01 

16.31 


^ alh ^ f^r^ w arra 

52. ^-3T^ ^ 3TTcf^ gRT ^ 5RTHT ^ GTaTcIT cf^ 

^RJT ^jpft Pl^5j| f^RTT '|i|l I viejVi 3T'Rft cTPTJTg^ ^ 

. ^Rm t I ^ 3TmR ^ ^chKIcHch 3M ^ ^ 

3m% ^ ^ltr=T >HchKl'c*ich ^ 5n^ 1^ t I 



'ijrn^d 

2000-2001 

-100 

2001-2002 

91 

2002-2003 

154 

vjiid 3^(# 

49 


53. ■EI^ twH>) Wf-WTTgn gTcft ^-■^3FTTg cf^ t 3FT: 

, VJcMK ^ 'icb'^-Hcll? "3^ c|K-dfclcr> yil^l ^ PIejWi^I cfi'fll 

, %\ FFTT thit t ^ aTf!r-3Tcrf^ c^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ w??r ^gEjR t I 

54 . #FT cf^ ^ lT^?rg) ^ RHd*fl ^ ^EJ^ 

^ ^TTltF 3Tt^ dcT ^ t ^ ^?Tt?TT t % WET-^Rff^ ^ ' 

■■ ■ -tf;'- 

734 GI/05 —5 : 
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^ ^ ^ Hif^n cf?nT?f t, 

^0^ cTPJ I 

<li)Mcli ^ TTfcT^ ffmer ^ToT^ clT^ tRRc^ 

55, cTFlTT-^Hr ^ ^ fffrrwif afrr 

5ffrrwnpff ^ ^Hal' ^ ^ chKchl' ^ fcT?^^ ^ vRtcT ci)t nt t 
aTT^ ^ ^Wf ^ yf^^d ^TT^T 3TRm 

^ # I ^ ^ 3T^ ^?TTT ^rfcTWm ^ ^ t 

afr? ^0 Pl(il^e ft »rTOT W ^ t l 3 TcT; 

wfrl'i-Myt ^ cI?tJTfff ^ yfcIc^cH 5WN ^ TOT t I 

Traif nf ^f)T Tnw 


56, ti^ >3^ ^ ^ ^ w ^ an^ arrf? arfirm 

Tfcrr^ ?Tff l ar^i 

v3tit7T ^ grr ir^tf ^ wn ^ mm t ! 


57, ^ ^ STT^TT^ ^ W ^ WT t ftf ^ ntn ^ 

w^ ^ wrm %# ^ f% ft t ^ ^ 

OTidf ^ ^ ant t i M ^ ^ ^ 

-^m ^ wrm sovf ^ # t 

tj^ ^ OTTCH TO ^ ^ tm ^ fWi 

ntn ^r ^ ^ ^rwe n# # t i ^ ^#n # 

TOTOT ^ wtw=^?f^ ^ pn t 1 ^ w^r 

^ tt ^“^?flr ^ pn t I ^ ^ w ^ 

^ ^ ^ nt t ^ mto ^ ^ ifwn 

^ %m pn t I ^ ^ nr^ arrmfl ^ wm ^'t ^ 

# ^ ft ^ t ftnt 

3T5T^r^T^ tlitHd ^ Tff^ ^T?^Fff| uyrH ^7 f i 


[vmi—'Tsprg 1] 


MOT 
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^.3 3T^ 5n?T <hly<h 

3F?i ^ arraicft c^l cian 



2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 


>Hs|c^ ^ 


1943 

1447 

875 


m^m 

1634 

1631 

1035 

■g)cT 3TFITB 

3923 

3578 

3078 

1910 



54.32 

47.02 

45.82 



45.68 

52.98 

54.18 


58. W£r-3T^ ^ #?FT ^Tf|?T ^ tP^'Scpy 3T^ ^ 

^ 3TFn?T 1^ t I 3T^ ^?5jtcft ^ tttt ^ 3TRTcft ^ ^ ft t I 

^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ 1018 ^ ^ ^ s|<ocr»; STcrf^ 1035 

^ Bt ■^, ^ '^rr?fT t” ^jTT^-3T^ cfl'<M 

3T^ tcTT^ ^ 356 ^ W I ^TT^cmit ^ ^ 

cfv^ t f^ ^ ^TTI^ 3ltfRT 3TPIT?T cfftiM 3ft7 ^ ^ 

3TPn?T_cfftT^^ cFTtt^ ^ t I 3T?T: 31RT ^ 3TRTTcft ^ ^ 
w ■RT^ nsTT ^ ^T'^rra ^ ^ t '5i^ 

t I 

WT T\ JFpft 3ft?/3na2n ^3^cT ^ ^ mR^rN 


--! 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

2003-04 

'HFT 

4942 

4760 

3928 

2833 


100 

96.33 

79.48 

57.33 


59. fcmNT#T WTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4942 ^ ^ sft, ^ 

2001-2002 "^r ^ #7 WcT-3?^ ^ Udc^V 2833 ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^MR ^ r^KI'Ici 

^ TTR qRc^ij-U ^ "iTt t ^ ^ 1%^ ^ 

■ f^K I cld ^ t I 3T^ ^ f'? 3TRTcTt ^ f^RTT ^ ^ ^ 

21% ^ 37% Bt W I 

cqPTR TTfct^OTc^ 3ft? R>^?T1 ?!gn \EMIqth1 ^ 

60. W ^ 3TRTB t aft7 ^MR ^ ^ ^ WTR 
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^ f I ^ ^ ^ ttrt ^ 

wrr^ t I orfrif^, #?ff ^ 3 tftrt ^ 

^ 3Tf^ ^ ^ t f^RT^ ^ 3ITmcT ^ 

f% ff t I 

im cTerr tofri ft^gicR 

61. fcRff ^ TT^ vjlltp cpt 5T1% ^ C^ WT ^ 

5ikfrPtcfft 3T5ii^ tfnfrPT^ ^ ^ t \ '^^ ^ fcirirr 

PIRTT t Tl^ ^ uim 31^ ^ ?TPTR-3T^ 3Tf^RTFT ^ 

WT ^ ^ ^ wr W[ t 3^k ^ cTPP^^ 

5rf%^ Trm ^ tott t i 

viejVi vjcMicjcftcil 

I 

62. va^iq^ ^ ^PTI^ ^ ^ TT^ ^ vjc^^Kchd l 

^ 3TT£rR ^ ^ ^ PPJ^ Pt t I ^ ^ 

fcpRfT vjTTcIT t fcfT vdc^lK-l ^ Pl^Nd t ( 

j' 

^.4 ?mi gif^ ^ 

63. ^ JTTtor^ ^ Ti^ ^ ^ t % W 

^ ^ TTrfel cb^Hdl' sn^ Tf 3?^ ;3rT^ 3PT; ttt^ 

^ ^ ST^UrT t I ^ 3JPTK 

^ WTTRI ^ 5T^ Wr ^ ^ 

3Rr^^ ^ f? Ti^ ^ RTwr t 1^Rit^ 

^TTfer ^Wr fifTRR ^ 5iir?T #tt uh^ i crf^ Tfr?^ wrtr ^ 
^^tcfr ^ ^ vdcHiq ^ 5r^ ^hct ^ ^ zr^ 

t % l^ratcT g?Prcff ^f cTRpjTR 3lt? 3TFt Pl^Nd ^Hlt I 

64. 3PT:, ^ ^ RRI cR^TT 5nRt%fT t % w TT^ ^ ^ 

^ 3TFTpfr ^ ^ ^ ^TfTW t, zrf^ zr^ 

RR 3i2im ^3Rr^ cfTiffM ^ ^ #1 z]^ ^ f^ 

w t f^ 'm^ ^ ^ ^rre^Eft ^ 3TFTpfr ^ 
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^ fW 3ft7 wif^ichi'll ^ ^ 

^ ^ 7?^ t I 3?Tf^rw?r ^ t ^ ^ 

t}^ C^ 3T5lfrlchT^ cf^ ^ 

^ t I 3TH:. ^ ^ 1^ ^ 

^ M^d'M^nM t}^ \ddlJ| ^ qi'wl^cn ^jSHTR ^ ^?f»TT^ ^ 

t 1 

65. cj | >wf^ srf^ ^ ^ ^ STcTFTT ^ ?Tf^ ^ 

3mT ?Tf^ ^ 3TRm ^ ^ idWrfr ^ ^ ^ f^ 

ttt;t ■^jcfl 3TMR ^ W^T ^ ^ I 

66. 'ET^ vicil-il % f^^ciH f^HTT t cHTcTf^ erf^ cf^t uTT^ ^3^ f^RTHTcTc^t 

Il(vii) ^ ^ ^ wtr>i^ ^:- 

“ <j [ >ki[^t^ ?Tf^ ^ ^ M'^u] ^22ft ^ ^rrn ^ ^ 

ci)qw'lMUl , ^ci4>d^ | v^ 3T2T^ 3TTR^ WW ^ I ^ hR^^ 

fuRT^ ^ f^^^^ ^ ^ f^R# ^ cpm eTl% ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^^STFfT 3ft7 ^ OTM^ #r I c|l>Mf^cb ^ ^ 
^mm ^ RfEik^ cFR^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

chRc^ll' ifr 3ft7 , 

{^) ^ ^Tlf^ 3TFITcft ^ ^ ^ ^RlW ^ f^RT^ ^RtW ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3TFTTcT ^ TT’TTW ^; 

(^) q^jiki ^5^ PiMeM amen 3 trt^, PRfef? ^ aFRn ^ 

q^’im f^RT^ ITR^ <S|MK h-mIki ^ ^ Hifcta PRrfcft ^ 

^’TTW ^ ^ ^{fclRcW Ppfept ^ STTc^RTTeT cFR% ^ fc^^ 3TRT 
PratcT <^I'j 1R'I ^ vcJMddiiai ^ ?2IRT ^ W W 

(tt) W arRHcff ^ ^ t f^RT^ ^Hcil ^ 

cFjRT?f 3RTcfT ddlclcb!'^ ;PTT^ ^ f^RT^ ^ 3TpRf> 3TRTT^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^tmcRTT 3fR 

(^l) ^ cR^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t' 
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67. eidiRr ^ 3TTrW 4 M|c|yH ^fHftaTT WET 

4 arf^ ^ TT’TT^ ^ wNr ^ cbKch ■RFcT ^tcTf t, 

erf^ ^rrf^cni'^ ^ ^ Plcbld^ ^ ^ c^Kchil ^ 

^ I 

68. TTFT^ A ^ 3TPJmf 4 ^ 3T^ ^ 3TT^ 

t 3#^ ^ ^ 3fk 3TTTrTU cf?^ ^ cTT# RK|c|e ^ 3Trt t I W ^ 

fW WT t 3TNTM ^ ^ 3rr?T^ ^ ^ ^ 

^5^ ^ ^ fW t 3fk arf^ ^ 3n?t^ ^ Ttwer ^ ^ ^ 

3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cTHT MieH'^'lsff vJM|i|l ^ 

^ ^ Ri4>iR^i ^ vSTT^T sn^Jidl ^ 17 ^ vjejVi ^ 

arf^ ^ ^ 7# t I 4 ^ ^ ^ t f^JT^ ^ 

WT ^ 7T^ % ^ ^ ^fRRT ^ ^ f^rf^ ^ arf^ ^ 

^ 1 ^ ^ fcp^ viTTcn t % TI^ cffrr^, Tf^ 

^ f^ Or^lfacf^Kl cf^fTfFT ^ ^ddl ^ 37f^ # I 

^l^U|ld^cb 

69. cr>K'J|lc*1ct5 ^£T ^ ^ ^ ^ 3T7^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ t I TI^ ^raVr ^ cTRcT^ ^ 3^ Tl^ 

^ ^ ^Tcft qi'wRlcp arf^ nsJT mfer 3TraT?ff ^ chKUl I rHcb ^£I 
^ ^ ■’^ R'^'^d vTNt ^ TT^ 1 Micdylsff f^2iHicJ(?[| ^ 37^?! II 3#? 

temp (v) fterj^ t:- 

3TP?P ^ «q[?id uTHT % vjq^cki tejIUr (ii) pan (iv) A 
Hidd ^ vte MiRd 3r7n<^f ^ Tf^ vjtlid ^ arf^ ^ 

7# t i mfer 3mjTpf pair ej^ ^ifm ^ ^ ^ arf^ ^ 

cf^RUTTcw "TOT ^ ^iter f^rf^ ^ ^5 t ttpp p>t w^r 

^ 3nEiR ^ I f^rfe ^ w ^ ^ ^ 

Rr?ft ^ RidA Hlfcd 3TTTrTcT ^llRd ^ 3#? ^ ^27 ft Tf^ 

vJEj'ld ^ ^ ft 3ft7 ^ 3R7 cbiycbl cf^ cf^ ^ ft ^ 

fr, ^ mfer 3TTPTcff pff ftTTT I ^ it ^fPTFT cf^Rcft ^ 

37^ Wr ^ ^Jllfdd f ¥tte m? pff PXT ^nPTcT ^ 

TOT dSTT TTFi if ^ ijRcj^td, TOTT^ 

5rf^£rTTO? h*sR^I paTT Rq^il pan E7^ vJPTT^^ ^ ^ ^ifrR^aTt, 


[^I—1] 


MTOT ^ TTJm : aWTMTT’I 
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iMIWr A fcTcFirr cfSTT vj#^ ^ f^rak cTsn ^ 

fcTcfTRT r 

70. TTF ^ t fcio ^ 3T^ ^ ^ WMN 

2000-01 ^ 217r aft cTf ^ 3mf^ c^ 
er^ 337f ^ T|^ I ttf ^ wr t ^ vJifR ^ 
^ f^mcT ^Rjcft ^ 3mf^ ^ ^ 

fc^ 3T5TfrRFr^ cfft^fcT ^ 3Tf^ ^ t I ^ ^ ^ % 

^FTO ^ ^ ^TTfer 3TPITcft ft fft^FTS 7^ ^ ^ 2000-01 ^ ^ITPT 
3?TWr ^ 74.057r ^ ^ 3Tcrf^ ^ 45.82 7r 7F 

71^ ;JT6l1^ 3ff2I ^ ^ 3TnTTcff ft ^ ft I W ^ 2000-01 ft 

25.957r ^ ^ ^ 3T2rf^ ^ 54.187,, ^ | 7TF ftt W 

XSTim t f!?? 3T^ ^ % 3TT2ncT fviTWr 54.187, t, ^ W cT8n 
^ t|^ vJEfR ^ ^gftilcfr ^^dcTfcT I 

71. Fif^T^ ^ ^mr? t % ^3ift7T ^ ftfft ^ ^ tnfer 

arrar^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ft aft^ ft*r^ m^tft wftf 

^ wrt ftrm i ^ ^ wN w 

ft % ^ vTcfm aiTTnftt ^ ^ 

^ ftr tf ft aft? arranft ^ wm ftrft ^ ^ ^ ftl 

^ wdm ft ^ ^ tm M ft ftrft WTcTT ar^ft wrft ft 
aik w ^ ^ tST ft I ^ ft ^ ^ ftr 

w^?ft ^ IfT^ ^ wft ^ 

^ ^ F87T dft ^ ftrft # ftmtm tf^ I m 

ftm ^ WM ft ft ftfirftfft ft ftrft wrft arMftf 

^ Mfw arrm ^ afrftwr ^ Mfftn ft ^ ^ ^ 

tar I ^ ^ # a?^ ft FiftiMft ^ m 

^ mm % wftt # wit wrft ^Mkir ^ 

^ ^*1% ^ ^ fth^ aMTftt # ^ wf ftt ft I 

ft w ^?ltft ^ ^ ^ wm ^PTTO ^ ft % f^T Ip^ 

WM ft ?ft ft^ f^lft ft 81 % ^ I WWi 

;nf£Twkt M fft^f^ ft f% Mie-ifttft ^ ^iHiki wrft ^ 
wePMsq ^jsim ^ arfft ^ fttft ^ ^ fttftt i 

w. arf^TT 

72. fftw ^ WM ^rrfft^fjTft ^ fft^ ftm ft %:- 

N 
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(^) ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TSTcn ^ ^ ^ wtrt 

^ ‘T’H ■'T? 'HKcI ^ Pl'^ld f^JTTf f" f^RT^ Mlci^ 

fin t; 

(^) Hlfctd 3TRT?ft ^ cf^N^ TI^ vieiVl ^ c|K-df^<t7 arf^ ^ ^ t; 

(n) ^ ^ ^ 3TFITFT XR ^ ^ 

n^eRWI vj^ ^ Wn cf^ ^ ^ WW 

^ t I 

(tj) Cf^ ^ PlR'^ niRjcf^ 7i^ TRTrf%?r >{HH^dl 11^ 

1.3.2001 ^ Orf^RJ^ ^0 59/1/2001-^vjflk'i) ^ iTF^ Rhi+jiR^I 

nv 3fR ^Ri?) ^tRtRrrt, 1975 i i\^h Rrt) c^ 3THmi 28 

^ dscl q^il<fd 61 ^'^ckiIcI v^Hl^d (^rnwr) ^ 7T.^. 

3RRtcf7r cT^TT ^IHM ^ c^ aT^FSIT ^ ^ Rij'iRld 3TFTT?ft 

^ ^ ^Ikl fcTRx ^ ^ Rfx^nR?! ^ I 

(^■) 3TT^ ^ fcRfy^ cf^ 3TxffR ddlld HSTT 

-nqiiiiRicnv^ui ^R^j 'arRiPjiiH, 1975 

(7T2TRt?ltRj?r) 3f^W7 ^ I 

frf^ TnfWrfr 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCiTAND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTinCATION 
New Delhi, the 4ih March, 200,i 

Final Findings—(Mid-term Review) 

Subject: Anti-Dumping (Mid-Term Review) investigations concerning imports of 
Hydroxyl Amine Sulphate (HAS) originating in or exported from EU, USA and 
Japan . 


No. 15/23/2004- DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti- 
Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 
thereof: 



[ *Tm!—-0^ 1 ] 


w ^ ■n'sm ; 
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A PROCEDURE 


I The procedure described below has been followed: 

i) The Desigitated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) notified 
final findings vide Notification No. 59/1/2001* DGAD dated 01/3/2001 recommending 
imposltlorl of artti-dumpifig duties on all imports of Hydroxyl Amine Sulphate (HAS) 
originating ih or exported from EUTiSA and Japan. 

ii) The original investigation ih this proceeding was initiated on 03.3.2000. The 
Pfelirhitiary findings was issued hy the Designated Authority vide Notification No. 
59/1/2001-DOAD dated 04,8,2000. Final findings of the Authority were issued by the 
Designated Authority vide Notification No. 59/1/2001-DGAD dated 01/3/2001 and the 
final duty was Imposed on die subject goods vide Customs Notification No. 31/2001-Cus. 

dated 28 J.200I. ^ 

iii) The Customs Tariff Act, 1975(33 amended) and the Customs Tariff Hdentification, 

Assessment arid Collection Of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and tor 
Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 made thereunder require the Authority to review 
from time to lime, the need for the Continued imposition of definitive anti dumping duty 
imposed by the Central Ooveftiment. 

iv) The Designated Authority, received an application frOHkftie European Union for 
review of the antidumping duties levied On the subject goods, on the grounds of changed 
circumstances. On the basis of positive information submitted by the above-mentioned 
applicants the Designated Authority considered that mid-term review of the anti 

dutv in force would be appropriate in view of the changed circumstances roug t to e 
notice to the Aulhority. Accordingly, a public notice dated 14 September 2004, was 
issued and published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti-dumpmg mid 
term review investigation under Rule 23 of the Antidumping Rules read with Article 
11.2 of the Agreement on Antidumping, in respect of the duty in force against the subject 
countries as above, to determine whether the continued imposition of the duty is required 
to offset dumping, and whether injury would be likely to continue or recur if the u y 

were removed or varied, or both. . > . 

V) Having decided to review these final findings, the Authority 
investigations vide Notification No. 15/23/2004-DGAD dated 14 September 2004 to 
review the need for continued imposition of anti dumping duty on Hydroxyl Amine 
Sulphate from EU. USA and Japan (hereinafter referred to as subje^ countries) in 
accordance with the Customs Tariff Act,l975(as amended) and Customs 3ar f 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Ami Dumping Duty on Amdes 

and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995(hercinafter referred ^ as AD Rules). Hus 
review covers all aspects of Notification No. 59/1/2001- DGAD dated 01/3/2001. 
vi) After initiation of the review the Authority sent questionnaires, alongwith the 
initiation notification, to the following known exporters/producers in the subject countries 
in accordance with the Rule 6(4), to elicit relevant information. 

1. Allied Signal Inc. 

101, Columbia Road, 

P.O. No. 1039, Solvay 3, 

Morristown 

New Jersy 07962 1039, USA 


734 GI/05—6 
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2. BASF - Germany, 

Josef Ritz Hugo Facus, 

BASF Aktienguellsehaft, 

Ludwigshafen, Germany 

3. DSM 

P.O. Box 6500 

6401 JH HERRLEN, THE NETHERLANDS 

4. UB'E IND. Ltd., 

UBE Building 
2-3-11 Higashi 
Shingawa, Tokyo - 140-8633 
Japan 

5. Toagosei Company Ltd., 

14-1, Nishi-Shimbashi, I-Chome, 

Minato-Ku, 

Tokyo - 105, Japan 

6. UBE Industries 

3/11, Higashi'Shinagawa 
2 Chome Shinagawa Ku 
Tokyo - 140, Japan 

7. M/s. BASF Aktiengesselschaft 

CARL - BOSCH - STRABE, 38 
67056, LUDWIGSCHAFEN, 

GERMANY 

8. M/s. Rhone Poulence Sa (Aventis) 

Quai Paul Doumer, F-92408, 

Courbevoie Cedex, 

France 

9. M/s. BASF South East Asia Pte., Ltd., 

7, Temasek Boulevard, 

35-01, Suntec Tower One, 

Singapore - 038987 

10. Aventis Animal Nutrition Asia Pacific Pte. Ltd.. 

1, Loyang Way 4, Singapore - 507028 

11. M/s. BASF (Thai) Ltd., 

23'^*^ Floor, Emporium Tower, 

622, Sukhumvit Road, 

Klongton, Klongtoey, 

Bangkok - 10110, Thailand 

12. M/s. BASF Corporation, 

Chemicals Division, 

Washingtonsite, 

Pleasantviesw & Perishing, Washington, NJ 07882 




[ MFI I—1 ] 
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vii) Notices were also sent to the domestic industry in India seeking relevant 
information in accordance with the Rules; 

viii) The Embassies/High Commissions/ Representatives of the subject countries in 
New Delhi were informed about the initiation of the investigation, in accordance with 
Rule 6(2), with a request to advise the exporters/producers in their respective countries to 
respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. 

ix) Questionnaires were sent to the following known importers ^d consumers of 
subject goods in India calling for necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4), 


1. M/s. Glaxco India Ltd., Mumbai, 

2. M/s. Siris Ltd., Hyderabad, 

3. M/s. Shasun Chemicals & Drugs Ltd., Chennai, 

4. M/s. Aurobindo Pharma Ltd., Hyderabad, 

5. M/s. Cheminor Drugs Ltd., Hyderabad, 

6. M/s. Godavari Drugs Ltd., Secunderabad, 

7. M/s. Virchow Labroratories Ltd., 

8. M/s. SOL Pharmaceuticals Ltd., Hyderabad, 

9. M/s. Herren Drugs & Pharmaceuticals, Hyderabad, 

10. M/s. Hasmukh Ray & Co., Mumbai, 

11. M/s. Arihant Impex, Mumbai, 

12. M/s. BASF India: Ltd., Mumbai, 

13. M/s. Priya International, Mumbai, 

14. M/s. URMI Chemicals, Mumbai, 

15. M/s. Manali Chemicals, Mumbai, 

16. M/s. Indian Drugs Mfrs. Assn., Mumbai, 

17. M/s. Fragrance & Flabours Association of India (FFAl), Mumbai 

18. M/s. Rubber Board of India, Kerala, 

19. M/s. Indian Medical Association (IMA), Mumbai, 

20. M/s. Indian Pharmaceutical Association (IP A), Mumbai, 

21. M/s. Deepak Nitrite Ltd., Nandesari 

22. Delegation of European Commission to India, New Delhi 

23. M/s. BASF India Ltd., New Delhi 

24. M/s, Chemox Laboratories Ltd., Mumbai 

25. M/s. Allied Signal India Pvt. Ltd., New Delhi, 

26. M/s. Indian Chemical Mfrs. Assn. New Delhi, 

27. M/s. Organisation of Pharmaceuticals Producers of India, Mumbai, 

28. M/s. Bulk Drugs Mfrs. Association (BDMA), Hyderabad, 

29. M/s. Pesticides Association of India (PAl), New Delhi 


x) Investigations were, cafried out for the period of investigation (POI) from 1 April 

2003 to 31“ March 2004 (12 months). However injury analysis have been earned ouXtoT 
the years April 2000 - March 2001, April 2001 - March 2002, April 2002 - March 2003 
and the period of investigation. 


xi) Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intellipnce and 
Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past three years, 
and the period of investigations; 
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xii) Copies of the initiation notification were also sent to FICCI, CII and 
ASSOCHAM for wider circulation. 

xiii) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing 
non-confidential version of all evidence submitted by various interested parties for 
inspection, upon request. 

xiy) M/s. Deepak Nitrite Ltd, the domestic producer of the subject goods and the 
original petitioner in the original investigation submitted its responses opposing the review; 

xv) The Authority verified the information furnished by the domestic industry to the 
extent possible examine the injury suffered and to work out optimum cost of production 
and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information furnished by the applicants so as to 
ascertain if Anti-Dumping duty lower than the dumping margin would be sufficient to 
remove injury to Domestic Industry; 

xvi) The Authority held a public hearing on 22"“ December 2004 to hear the interested 
parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the domestic industry, the 
applicant exporters of the subject goods from the European Union and other interested 
parties. The parties attending the public hearing were requested to file written 
submissions Of views expressed orally. The written submissions received from interested 
parties have been considered by Designated Authority in this finding; 

xvii) The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing 
non-confidentiai version of all evidence submitted by various interested panics for 
inspection, upon request. 

xviii) The views expressed by various interested parties in response to the initiation 
notification and subsequent to the public hearing are discussed in the relevant paragraphs 
to the extent these are relevant as per rules and have a bearing upon the case. I'he 
arguments raised by the interested parties have been examined, considered and, wherever 
appropriate, dealt in relevant paragraphs. 

xix) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essentia! facts/basis considered for these 
findings were disclosed on 2"“ January,2005 to known interested parties and comment.s 
received have been duly considered in these findings. 

xx) **** in this notification represents information furnished by an interested party 
on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the AD Rules. 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE: 

2. The product involved in the original investigation and the current review is 
Hydroxyl Amine Sulphate (HAS) falling under heading No. 2825.1003 in Chapter 28 of 
the First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act and ITC IIS Classillcation. This 
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classification however, is indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the 
present investigation. This being a changed circumstances midterm review investigation, 
the investigation covers the product covered in the original investigation. No argument 
iias been extended, by any interested party, on the issue of product under consideration or 
like article and therefore, the Authority holds that the product being manufactured by the 
domestic industry and the product being manufactured and exported from the subject 
countries are like articles as per AD Rules. 


C, DOMESTIC INDUSTRY: 

3. In the original investigation the application for anti-dumping investigation was 
filed by M/s. Deepak Nitrite Ltd., on behalf of the domestic industry. They were the 
major producer of the subject goods in India and had the required standing to file the 
petition under AD Rules. In this mid-term review M/s. Deepak Nitrite Ltd., is the sole 
producer of the subject goods in India and therefore accounts for total production of the 
subject goods and constitute domestic industry within the meaning of AD Rules. 

D. INITIATION OF THE REVIEW AND ARGUMENTS RAISED 

D.l VIEWS OF APPLICANTS 

4. Views of the applicant are summarized below 

i) The applicant has submitted since the imposition of anti-dumping duties there 
has bpen no direct sales of the subject goods except the exports by M/s. BASF under 
Advance Licence for re-exports ofSulphamcthoxa/ole. However if the direct sales of the 
subject goods were to resume, dumping margin would be de-minimis as ex-works 
domestic sales price works out as Ruro ****/Kg. and cx-faetory export price w'orks out to 
be Euro ****/Kg. On the basis of above export price and normal value the dumping 
margin of the subject goods exported from HU is negligible. 

ii) The applicant has argued that the AD measures in the original investigation have 
not led to 3 ny improvement in the market share of the domestic industry in total demand. 
It is further submitted that the subject goods attracting anti-dumping duty has been 
replaced by dumped imports from other sources mainly Belarus. The domestic industry 
could not improve its mqrket position despite the anti-dumping duty in place which 
demonstrates that the injury has never been caused by exports from EU. 

jii) The applicant has submitted that the domestic demand of HAS has decreased due 
to imposition of AD measures. They have further argued that due to intense competition 
from Chinese exporters the prices of end product i.c., Sulphamcthoxazole has decreased 
and as a result of Which the Indian domestic users of H/\S is finding difficult to compete 
in the International market with the Chinese anti-biotic products. The decline in demand 
has had a negative impact on the performance of (he domestic industry. 
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iv) The domestic industry has proceeded in 2002 with consolidation of two of its 
existing divisions of Sodium Nitrite and Sodium Nitro Aeromatics. The consolidation of 
these two divisions have had affected the production and cost of subject goods. 

v) In view of the above, applicant has submitted that exports of subject goods from 
EU are not the cause of injury to the domestic industry, as the injury persisted inspite of 
AD measures. In fact the exports from EU has been replaced by the sources non 
attracting anti-dumping duty and due to decrease in demand, the domestic industry could 
not improve its financial health even with the AD measures. 

vi) However, after initiation of the review investigation the applicant failed to file 
questionnaire response required for determination of degree and extent of dumping if any. 
Subsequently, the European Commission, through whom the application for review w’as 
tiled, withdrew the first ground on which review was requested i.e. no dumping from the 
European Union. They have argued that the request for review could stand on the injury 
claim alone and the dumping aspect could very well be withdrawn without prejudicing in 
any way the legal compliance of the EU's review' request. They have further argued that 
in the absence of the dumping investigation in the review requc.st, a finding on injury 
would .still have to be made and a negative finding have to result in the termination of the 
measures since this is mandatory under WTO rules. They have submitted that dumping 
and injury determinations are not interdependent and even in the presence of dumping the 
dut\ needs to be revoked if it is found that the domestic industry suffers no material 
injur> . Therefore, they have argued that the obligation of the applicant to provide the 
information on dumping is immaterial to the injury investigation which has to primarily 
focus on the material injury which, in their view does not exist due to change in the 
market dynamies, irrespective of the price charged by the EX’ exporters. 

r).2 VIFAVS OF THE D()ME,SHC INDUSTRY 

5. Views (if the Domestic industry arc summarized below 

i) . The domestic industry, in its various .submi.ssions. has opposed the initiation of 

the review and has inter alia submitted as per Indian law any review shall apply both to 
dumping and injury; thus, the Indian l.awdoes not have any provision for a partial review 
of either dumping or injury. 

ii) , The domestic industry has further argued that certain Information are required to 

be furnished by the applicant for the review prior to initiation, which the applicants did 
not provide therefore, the UotTble Designated Authority ouglit not to have initiated the 
mid-term review on the basis of the information provided. 

iii) The domestic industry has submitted that the application for the review has been 
filed by the European Commission on behalf of the European exporters whereas it has 
been stated in the initiation notification that one of a exporters from EU i.e,. M. s. B.ASI 

l td., Germany has filed a request through the European Commission for a change 
circumstances mid-term review of the anti-dumping duty. 
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iv) The domestic industry has further argued that the applicant for the review have 
failed to provide the information, even after initiation of the review, in the form and 
manner prescribed. They argue that since the inlormation on normal value and export 
prices are available with the applicant it is their primary responsibility to provide the 
same in the form and manner prescribed and the onus ot proof in support of theii claim 
lies with the applicant. 

v) In the view of the domestic industry the information concerning cost of 
production and normal value are solely within the purview ol the exporter. By 
withholding this fact, the exporter is interlering with the process of review and not acting 
to the best of its ability. Therefore, the exporter first be required to carry the onus placed 
on them hy law and natural justice, fhe review should not have been initiated in the 
absence of complete evidence substantiating the claims ot no dumping hy the applicant 
exporter and no injury to the domestic industry and the burden of proof to substantiate the 
claim of no dumping solely lies with the applicant at the first instance before it shifts to 
the defending domestic industry to provide evidence of injury. They have further argued 
that as per the law, dumping and injury examinations are inseparable in a review and both 
have to be examined simultaneously to determine whether the there is a likelihood ot 
dumping and injury recurring in the event ot removal or variation of the dutv,. 


D.3 examination BY THE AUTHORITY 

6. The Authority has taken note of the arguments of the European Commission that 
the dumping and injury determinations, in a changed circumstances review arc two 
separate and distinct examinations and can be determined in isolation. The domestic 
industry has argued that having made a request on the grounds of no dumping and injury 
it was incumbent upon the European [Exporters and the EC to substantiate their claims on 
both the counts. The EC has also claimed that continuation of dumping or no dumping 
during the period of investigation has no hearing on the injury examination which is a 
stand alone investigation to be examined on the basis of the cunent status of the industry. 

7. Section 9A (5) read with Rule 23 of the Anti Dumping Rules provides that the 
Designated Authority shall from time to time review the need for continued imposition of 
anti dumping duty and shall, if it is satisfied on the basis of information received by it that 
there is no justification for the continued imposition of such duty, shall recommend to the 
Central Govt, for its withdraw'al. 


8. Article 11.2 of the Agreement provides that the Authorities shall review the need 
for the continued imposition of the duty, where warranted, on their own mitiative or, 
provided that a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the 
definitive anti dumping duty, upon request by any interested parly which submit^s poshive 
information substantiating the need for a review. Interested parties shall have the right to 
request the authorities to examine whether the continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the 
duty were removed or varied, or both. If, as a result of the review under this paragraph. 
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the authorities determine that the anti dumping duty is no longer warranted, it shall be 
terminated immediately. 

9. The domestic industry has argued that the review should not have been initiated in 
the absence of complete evidence substantiating the claims of no dumping by the 
applicant exporter and no injury to the domestic industry and the burden of proof to 
substantiate the claim of no dumping solely lies with the applicant at the first instance 
before it shifts to the defending domestic industry' to provide evidence of injury. They 
have further argued that as per the law. dumping and injury examinations arc inseparable 
in a review and both have to be examined simultaneously to determine whether the there 
is a likelihood of dumping and injury recurring in the event of removal or variation of the 
duty. 

10. The applicants for the review have argued that dumping and injury determinations 
are not interdependent and even in the presence of dumping the duty needs to be revoked 
if the .Authority determines that the domestic industry suffers no material injury. 
Therefore, the obligation of the applicant to provide the information on dumping is 
immaterial to the injury investigation which has to primarily focus on the material injury. 

11. rhe Authority has examined these arguments and is of the view that the condition 
'satisfaction’ in Rule 23 refers to the satisfaction of the Authority of the need of 
continued imposition of duty after conducting a proper investigation and not for initiation 
of the review. What is required for initiating a review is positive information with the 
Authority on which the Authority can rely upon to decide whether a review is required to 
examine the need for continued imposition of the duty. In the instant case the applicant 
had filed positive information before the Authority in its review application and the 
review was initiated based on these positive information filed. Production of evidence to 
substantiate the claims and counter claims by various parties arc the matter of 
investigation and arc to be submitted by the parties including the party making a request 
for review during the course of investigation. The outcome of the review will however, 
depend upon the quality of evidence submitted by various parties to the review. 
Therefore, the Authority is of the view that the review has been correctly initialed on the 
basis of positive information available with the Authority which suggested that a review 
of the duty in force was warranted. 

12. However, on the issue of .separation of the dumping and injury investigation and 
the onus of proof to substantiate the claim of no dumping is concerned, the arguments ol' 
the applicant have been examined with reference to the Article 11.2, Article 11.3 and 
Article 3,4 of the Agreement. Article 11.3 provides that as a result of a review the 
definitive duty can be extended for a period of another 5 years term if such review covers 
both dumping and injury. This by implication provides for partial review covering either 
dumping or injury, or a comprehensive review covering both. However, tlie question 
arises whether a review^ covering only injury can completely overlook the degree and 
extent of dumping. 

13. Referencing to Article 3 of the Agreement it appears that the parameters of injury 
to the domestic industry arc to be examined with reference to the dumped imports. Article 
3.1 provides that; 

“A determination of injury for purposes of Article V] of GATT 1994 shall he bused on 
positive evidence and involve an objective examination of both (a) the volume of the 
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dumped imports and the effect of the dumped imports on prices in the domestic market 
for like products, and (b) the consequent impact of these imports on domestic producers 
of such products 

Further Article 3.4 provides that “the examination of the impact of the dumped imptmts on 
the domestic industry concerned shall include an evaluation of all relevant economic 
factors and indices having a bearing on the state of the industry, including actual and 
potential decline in sales, profits, output, market share, productivity, return on 
investments, or utilization of capacity; factors affecting domestic prices; the magnitude 
of the margin of dumping; .’’ 

14. Therefore, it appears from the above express provisions of the Agreement that any 
examination of the condition of the domestic industry in the context of an antidumping 
investigation has to take into account the underlying effects of the dumping and the 
magnitude of dumping both in terms of volume and margins. 

15. Article 11.2 of the AD Agreement enumerates that even if the express provisions 
of Article 11.2 are broken into two separate parts as has been interpreted by the EC, the 
second sentence of the proviso provides that the party can ask for a review and 
Authorities would examine ‘‘whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur it the 
duty were removed or varied”. This proviso requires the Authority to examine current 
injury if any and whether injury can recur il duties are removed. While considering the 
second part of the proviso the extent ol dumping would be a very vital element to 
determine whether the domestic industry will be injured it the duties are removed even it 
it does not suffer any injury due the duly protection available. 

16. All the above provisions of the Agreement imply that even if a partial review is 
required to be carried out to examine the condition of the domestic industry in order to 
decide whether the duty is required to be continued, by implication dumping examination 
becomes an integral part of the examination and in addition to the current status ol 
dumping and current health of the domestic industry whereas the review has to examine 
whether a likelihood of recurrence of injury exists. 1 hercforc, the contention of the EC 
that injury investigation under a changed circumstances review' is a stand alone 
investigation and can be conducted irrespective of whether dumping continues or not, 
does not appear to be appropriate, 

17. The EC lias also submitted that the dumping examination could very w-ell he 
withdrawn from their review request and this would not prejudice in an) wa\ the lega 
compliance of the EC's review request. In this connection it may be noted that once a 
review is initiated based on the positive information submitted by the intere.sted parties, it 
is the responsibility of the contesting parties to put forward their respective claims and 
counter claims on various aspects, including dumping and injury. If the EC wis.ics to 
w'ithdraw its claim of no-dumping and the domestic industry produces evidence ot 
dumping by the ITJ producers, the Authority would have no option but to examine under 
the best facts clause in terms of article 6,8 ot .'\nti Dumping .Agreement. 

18. With response to the disclosure statement the domestic industry has submitted 
that during the course of investigation, the EuF’ncan Commission has filed addiUona 
submission in addition to initial petition filed by them. In this respect tbe Aut only 
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would tike to mention that the public file has been examined by the domestic industry * 
which contains all the non-confidential submissions filed by the interested parties during 
the investigation. 

METHODOLOGY ^OR CALCULATION OF DUMPING MARGIN: 

E. DUMPING DETERMINATION: NORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE 
AND DUMPMING MARGIN 

E.l THE EUROPEAN UNION 

NORMAL VALUE 

19. The Authority sent questionnaires to^ll the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of normal value in accordance wi’tH'Section 9A(l){c) of the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975. None of the exporters / producers from EU has filed submissions for the 
determination of normal value in the form and manner required by the Authority. 

20. European Commission has submitted that its claim of no dumping should be 
treated as withdrawn and the Authority need to examine the injuiy aspect onl\ 
irrespective of whether dumping is continuing or not. In the preceding section, it has been 
demonstrated that even in a partial review of continuation and likelihood of injury to the 
domestic industry in the event of withdrawal of duty, assessment of extent of dumping is 
a vital component of the determination. The domestic industry has argued that the 
applicant has not cooperated in these proceedings as required by law and only provided 
limited arguments on injury and causal link without evidence and conveniently chosen 
not to provide any information pertaining to their normal value. This is contrary to the 
law and settled jurisprudence. Therefore, in the absence of any other information, the 
information provided by the domestic industry has been considered as the basis of normal 
value for the purpose of assessment of extent of current dumping. T he domestic industry 
has submitted that it made best efforts to procure evidence of the domestic prices 
prevailing in the E.U but could not procure prices for the period of investigation. 

21. .Article 6.8 of the Agreement provide that in case any interested party refuses 
access to, or otherwise does not provide, necessary information within a reasonable 
period or significantly impedes the investigation, preliminary and final determinations, 
affinnative or negative, may be made on the basis of the facts available. .Annex 11 to the 
Agreement further provides that such determination can even be made on the basis of 
information provided by the domestic industry. Since none of the expiuters ' producers 
from EIJ has filed the required information for determination of normal \alue . the 
normal value for all exporters / producers has been constructed based on facts available 
as per Rule 6(8) of AD Rules. T'hc normal value is therefore, eonslrueted as 
US$***’''/Kg. for all exporters / producers from i ll. 

EXPORT PRICE: 

22. The export price is determined on the basis of import statistics provided bv 
DCiCl&S. As per DGCl&S import .statistics RU has exported 764 MT' of I IAS during the 
POl. To arrive at ex-factory export price, adjustments have been considered as provided 
by the domestic industry. The ex-factory export price is determined as US$’^***/Kg. for 
all exporters ! producers from RU. 
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E.2 USA 


NORMAL VALUE 

23. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A{ l)(c) of the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975. None of the exporters / producers from USA has filed submissions in the form 
and manner required by the Authority. Article 6.8 of the Agreement provides that in cases 
any interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide, necessary 
information within a reasonable period or significantly impedes the investigation, 
preliminary and final determinations, affirmative or negative, may be made on the basis 
of the facts available. Annex II to the Agreement further provides that such determination 
can even be made on the basi.s of information provided by the domestic industry. Since 
none of the exporters / producers from USA has filed the submissions for determination 
of normal value , the normal value for all exporters / producers has been constructed 
based on facts available as per Rule 6(8) of AD Rules. In absence of any other 
information, the information provided by the domestic industry has been considered as 
the basis of normal value for the purpose of assessment of extent of current dumping. 
The domestic industry has submitted that it made best efforts to procure evidence of the 
domestic prices prevailing in the E.LI but could not procure prices for the period of 
investigation. I'he normal value is therefore, constructed as USS**’**/Kg. for all 
exporters / producers from USA. 

EXPORT PRICE: 

24. The export price is determined on the basis of import statistics provided by 
DGCl&S. As per DGCI&S import statistics USA has exported 1108 M l' oi'l lAS during 
the POI. To arrive at ex-factory export price, adjustments have been considered as 
provided by the domestic industry. The ex-factory export price is determined as 
US$****/Kg. for all exporters /' producers from USA. 

E.3 JAPAN 
NORMAL VALUE 

25. I'he Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(l)(c) ol the C ustoms larill 
Act. 1975. None of the exporters / producers from .lapan has filed submissions in the 
form and manner required by the Authority. .Article 6,8 of the Agreement provides that in 
cases any interested party refuses access to, or otherwise docs not provide, necessary 
information within a reasonable period or significantly impedes the investigation, 
preliminary and final determinations, alfirmative or negative, may be made on the basis 
of the facts available. Annex II to the Agreement further provides that such determination 
can even be made on the basis of information provided by the domestie industry. Since 
none of the exporters / producers from .lapan has filed the submissions lor determination 
of normal value , the normal value for all exporters / producers has been constructed 
based on facts available as per Rule 6(8) of AD Rules. In ab.sencc ol any other 
information, the information provided by the domestic industry has been considered as 
the basis of normal value for the purpose of assessment of extent of current dumping. 
The domestic industry has submitted that it made best efforts to procure evidence of the 
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domestic prices prevailing in the E.U but could not procure prices for the period of 
investigation. The normal value is therefore, constructed as Ifor all 
exporters / producers from Japan. 

EXPORT PRICE: 

26. With response to the disclosure statement the domestic industry has argued thal 
the determination of dumping margin in respect of Japan is determined negali\ e due to 
incorrect import transactions repoiled by DGCl&S. The Authority has examined the 
transaction wise data during the POI received from DOGl&S, Kolkata and the same has 
been considered for determination of weighted average export price in absence of non¬ 
cooperation of the exporters / producers from Japan. As per DGCI&S import statistics 
Japan has exported 704 MT of HA'S during the POI. To arrive at ex-factory export price, 
adjustments have been considered as provided by the domestic industry. The ex-factory 
export price is determined as US$****/Kg. for all exporters / producers from Japan, 
Based on the norma! value and export price determined for the cxportcr.s/produccrs froin 
Japan, the dumping margin is found negative as export price was more than normal value 
during the POI, Therefore, Japan has been excluded from the subject countries in this 
investigation and their volume of imports has been segregated from dumped imports for 
the purpose of injury examination. In view of the above. Japan have been excluded from 
the subject countries in this investigation. Mcnceforth, only FC and US.A shall constitute 
as subject countries in this investigation wherever it is referred. 

DUMPING MARGIN 

27, It is noted that because ol' the typing mistake the dumping margin percentage 
were wrongly typed in the disclosure statement which has been corrected now. Based on 
the normal value and export price as determined above, the Amiiorily determined the 
dumping margin as under: 


SUBJECT 

COUNTRIES 

NORMAL 

VALUE($/MT) 

EXPOR T PR1CE($, MT) 

DIJMPING MARGIN ' 
(%) 

EC 


« « * w 

37.16 

USA 

**** 

iK * ;|c 

14.58 

JAPAN 

**** 

**** 

-ve 


28. In view of the above, Japan have been excluded from the subject countries in tliis 
investigation. Henceforth, only EC and USA shall constitute as subject countries in this 
investigation wherever it is referred. The Dumping Margin determined for the subject 
countries have been found to be significant. 

METHODOLOGY FOR INJURY DETERMINATION AND EXAMINATION OF 
CAUSAL LINK 

F. INJURY DETERMINATION 

F.l CUMULATIVE ASSESSMENT OF INJURY 


29, As per annexure-II (iii) of Anti Dumping Rules, in cases where imports of a 
product from more than one country are being simultaneously subjected to Anti-dumping 
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investigation, the Authority is required to cumulatively assess effect of such imports, only 
when it determines that (a) the margin of dumping established in relation to imports from 
each country is more than 2 % expressed as percentage of export price and the volume of 
the imports from each country is 3% of the imports ot like article and (b) cumulative 
assessment of the effect of imports is appropriate in light ot the conditions ot competition 
between the imported article and the like domestic article, [he Authority has iound that 
the margin of dumping in respect of each of the suhject countries is more than 2 / 0 . Ihc 
volume of imports from these subject countries collectively arc 45.82% and individually 
it was more than 3% of the total imports. 

30. On examination of information, the Authority tound that the subject goods 
coming from subject countries have been imported under the same tanfl classification. 
The user industry for the imported product and the domestic products were the same. 
Same product has been sourced from different countries by users and used 
interchangeably. The channels of imports arc also found to be similar. The Authority 
has, therefore, found it appropriate to cumulatively assess the effect ot imports ol the 
subject goods on the domestically produced like article in the light ot conditions ot 
competition between the imported' products and the conditions of competition between 
the imported products and like domestic product. The Authority has considered to 
examine cumulatively the effect of injury b\’ imports of subject goods irom subjecl 
countries on the domestic industry. 


F.2 rONTINUATTON OF INJURY 
F.2.1 \ IFAVS OF THE APPLI CATIONS 


31 The applicant has submitted that the domestic industry has improved Us 
performance and does not suffer any nrarerial ininry. They have 

domestic industry which is represented hy .sole producer M.'S Deepak NitrUt Ltd. ha 
improved its profitability and not undercutting the domestic sales prices of the domes 
industR- Therefore, there is no likelihood of re-occurrenee ol injury to the domestic 
inlsto-'on export from F.C. Therefore, there is no basis to allege that mjury has been 
caused due to the imports from TU and therefore there is absence of causal link. 


F,2.2 VlFWSOF IMPORTER 

32 . ViPws of M/s. Virchoxv Lab oratories are summarized below 

i) Virchow l aboratories I inriied. I lyderabad (Hcremafu-r referred to as Virchow 
I .hi has supported the application for the request tor reviexN b> the European 
Commission on behalf of the EU exporters in the matter ot Anti Dumping 
m rhe imports of Hydroxul Amine Sulpha,e (HAS) originatmg to or exported from LI... 

USA and Japan. 

iil Virchow Laboratories Ltd., is the largest producer of Sulfamethoxazole m the 
Irld wdth an output of 4800 MT per annum. H AS is an important raw mater,al 
Utilized in the manufacture ot Sulfamethoxazole. 
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iii) They have submitted that they have not bought HAS from the domestic industry. 
I he product that is manufactured by the domestic industry is significantly inferior in 
terms of quality. In fact it is submitted that they have continued to import the product 
under investigation, and have paid the anti dumping duty on the product instead of buying 
it from domestic industry due to quality differences. 

iv) [he prices that have been offered by the domestic industry are at a lower price 
than the landed cost of the imported product after the imposition of the anti dumping 
duties. 1 he prices that have been offered by the domestic industry are far lower than the 
price of the product that is available for sale after the imposition of the anti dumping 
duties. The imposition of the anti-dumping duty has not served to benefit the domestic 
industry in any manner. It is submitted that there were a number of units that were 
present in India which imported the product under consideration to manufacture the end 
product of SMX/SMZ or other drugs were forced to shut down due to the non viability of 
the HAS industry. 

v) I'hc domestic industry has offered to sell the said material end users at a price in 
the range of Rs. 55/- to Rs. 60/-. This price band is significantly lower than the price of 
the product that would be available after the imposition of the anti-dumping duty, which 
would be in the range of Rs. 80/- to Rs. 85/-, even the material imported under advance 

license, the landed value of the same is higher or in the same region as offered by the 
domestic industry. 

vi) Domestic industry is selling the material in the domestic market at far lower prices 
than the reference price and the current cost of production of the domestic industry is 
lower than the reference price already fixed, as the landed value of imported material is 
above the current non-injurious price hence, no price undercutting and price suppression 
has occurred. 

vii) They have submitted that anti-dumping duty has not helped of the domestic 
industry, stating that all the injury parameters of the domestic industry have improved 
because of the imposition of the anti dumping duty. The domestic industry has claimed 
that in the initial two years after the imposition of the anti-dumping duties, there was an 
improvement on all parameters of the domestic industry, however, during the current 
period oi' investigation, the production sales, selling price and profits have come down. 
The contention of the domestic industry that the anti-dumping duty has helped the 
domestic industry improve on all injury parameters, then there are no reasons as to why 
during the period of investigation, the performance of the domestic industry has come 
down, fhis clearly implies that there are some other factors causing injury to the 
domestic industry. I'he demand of HAS in the country is about 7000 MT. The capacity 
of the domestic industry to product HAS is about 1,500 M'f. fhe clear market for 
domestic industry is about 2000 M'f (excluding SMX demand). Even after the 
imposition of anti-dumping duty, if the domestic industry is not able to achieve its 
capacity utilization upto 100%, there must be some other reasons apart from dumping. 

viii) The likelihood of recurrence of injury is not possible as the SMX producer were 
never the customer of domestic industry and in the near future also it does not seem that 
SMX producers can be catered by the domestic industry because of quality and capacity. 
Hence, the quantum of imports will remain unchanged until unless the demand of HAS 
come down. 
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F.2.3 VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

33. Views of Domestic industry^ are summarized below; 

i) Domestic industry has submitted that there are no direct exports for end use 
except against Advance License Scheme by M/s. BASF to India since the imposition of 
the anti-dumping duty. They have further submitted that imposition of anti-dumping duty 
enabled the domestic industry to improve its protitability, cash flow and increase its 
market share in relation to demand. Even though perfonnance of the domestic industry 
was not satisfactory, domestic industry submits that this can not become a ground for 
premature revocation of present duty. Domestic industry could not improve further 
because producers in other countries have resorted to dumping of subject goods. Further, 
the consumers are taking undue advantage of the Advance License provisions and are 
resorting to imports beyond what is consumed in the ultimate product. In fact, market 
share of the domestic industry has increased. Further, w hile it is true that the product is 
being dumped from Belarus, domestic industry' submits that this can not become ground 
for revocation of present duty. 

ii) They have submitted that domc.stic sales has increased upto the year 2001-2002 
and declined thereafter in 2002-2003 and .slightly increased during the PO). The 
domestic industry has submitted that increase in sales volumes during the POI is due to 
reduction in the selling price of the subject goods. Even the production and capacity 
utilization of the domestic industry has declined during the POI due to continued 
dumping of subject goods from subject countries. I he capacity utilization has declined 
from 76% during the 2001-2002 to 61% during the POI. 

iii) The domestic industry posted a profit upto 2002-2003 after recovering from a 
situation of financial loss. However it has once again suffered financial Ipss during the 
POI primarily due to reduction in the .selling price of the subject goods. They have 
submitted that the costs of production of the subject goods has marginally declined, 
whereas selling price has declined tar more than the decline in cost of production of the 
subject goods, force the industry to suffer financial loss. 

iv) Cash flow situation from the operating activities improved in 2002-2003 but 
declined in the period of investigation. Similarly return on investment which w'as -19% 
in the year 2000-2001 and improved during 2001-2002 and 2002-2003. before becoming 
negative in the POL 

v) Once again the productivity per employee has declined due to decline in 
production inspite of reduction in level ol employment. Ihe domestic industry with an 
effort to improve its productivity and financial health reduced the number of employees 
at its Vadodara plant which have had an impact on the subject goods. 1 hey have also 
submitted that inspitc of reduction in wages during the POI the prollts of the domestic 
industry declined. 


vi) 'fhe market share of the domestic industry has improved over the years when the 
market share of subject countries declined which shows that the domestic industry has 
improved its position due to existing anti-dumping measures. The domestic industry has 
argued that despite decline in domestic demand, share of the subject countries remained 
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more than 50% in term of total demand. Despite decline in demand, the market share of 
the domestic industry' remained significant and rather increased. They have .submitted that 
po.ssib!e discontinuance of anti-dumping duty at this pre-mature stage would again result 
in loss of market share of the domestic industrv. 

vii) The landed value of imports from .subject countries are significantly below the 
cost ol production and non-injurious price of the domestic industry which is resulting into 
.severe price underselling. Fven the imports from the subject countries are severely 
undercutting the prices of the domestic industry as the landed value of the subject goods 
arc much below the domestic selling price. 

viii) 1 he average stocks of the subject goods with the domestic industry have been 
increa.sing o^xr the period. The growth of the domestic industry has been positive on a 
numbei ol parameters upto 2002-2()0o which has become negative during the POI. In 
this sceiiaiio they have submitted that they could not make additional investments in the 
1 I AS plant in order to face competition with the dumped imports. 

i\) ^ In general the performance of the domestic industry improved betw'ecn 2000-2001 
and 2OO2-20O.2 but detoriated once again in (he POI and they have submitted that this 
delorialion is due to presence of dumped imports. 

X) The domestic industry has submitted (hat they have suffered with continued 
material injury from the dumped imports from subject countries and possible 
di.scoiitinuance ol duty would result in further injury to the domestic industry as dumped 
imports will find the access in the domestic market, They have further stated that 
changed situation in the POI compared to the preceding years that the domestic industry 
IS \ uincrable to injury i f the measures were allowed to he removed or curtailed. 

xi) 1 he market share of imports is significant the decline in market share during the 
injui) period is due to the imposition of anti-dumping duty and imports were mostly 
under the duty exemption scheme. 

xii) The dumping margin from subject countries are more than the prescribed limits 
and aie significantly higher. In the original investigation also dumping margin was 
significant, 

xiii) 1 he domestic industry submits that the injury to the domestic industry' in the POI 
was caused by the dumped imports from the subject countries and if the anti-dumping 
duties aie removed the anti-dumping duty will intensify the duty to the domestic industry. 

xi\i I hc domestic industry has submitted that the imports from Belarus are also 
causing iiijuiy to the domestic industry as these imports are also coming at the dumped 
pi iccs. I lie volume and value of imports from other sources are de-minimis. 

XV) I he demand of the domestic industry .showing a decline during the POI. The 
domestic industry submits that the imports arc mo.stly coming under the duty exemption 
scheme, if these imports are considered then the demand will show a progressive 
increase. 
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xvi) The domestic industry is the sole producer of the subject goods in India, therefore 
trade restricted practices or conditions of competitions between the domestic producers 
cannot be a possible cause of injury. 

xvii) With response to the disclosure statement the domestic industry has submitted 
that the contention of EC that injury investigation under the changed circumstances 
review is a stand along investigation, without examination of dumping, does not appear 
to be appropriate. The Designated Authority has correctly examined both the dumping 
and injury determination as per the obligation under WTO Agreement. 

F.2.4 examination BY THE AUTHORITY 

34, Rule 11 and Aimexure II of the AD Rules requires the Authority to objectively 
examine the volume of dumped imports and the effect of dumped imports in the domestic 
market for like article and the consequent impact of these imports on the domestic 
producers of such products. Since the imports from the subject countries/ territories have 
been treated as dumped imports, the Authority proposes to examine the volume and price 
effect of these dumped imports on the domestic industry and also analyse the injury 
parameters to determine whether the domestic industry is continuing to suffer material 
injury on account of such dumped imports. 


VOLUME OF IMPORT AND IMPORT PRICES; 


35, DGCI&S data for the injury analysis period shows that imports have taken place 
from several sources including the subject countries/territories during the injury 
investigation period. Accordingly, the import as reported by DGCI&S are as follows: 


MT 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

EU 

2288 

1394 

1086 

764 

USA 

617 

549 

361 

111 

Subject 

countries 

2905 

1943 

1447 

875 

Other countries 

1018 

1634 

1631 

1035 

Total imports 

3923 

3578 

3078 

1910 

Share in 

imports 





Subject 

countries 

74.05 

54.32 

47.02 

45.82 

Other countries 

25.95 

45.68 

52.98 

54.18 


36. The above data shows that total volume of imports has declined in absolute nos 
from 3923 MT during 2000-2001 to 1910 MT during the POI whereas the imports from 
other countries has increased from 1018 MT during 2000-2001 to 1035 MT during the 
POI It is noted that the share of imports in total imports from the subject countries m 
total' imports has decreased from 74.05% in 2000-2001 to 45.82% during the period of 
investigation and the share of imports in total imports from other countries has increased 
from 25.95% during 2000-2001 to 54.18% during the period of investigation . As 
regards the prices, it has increased from Rs. 37248/MT during 2000-2001 to Rs. 
42889/MT during the POI. 


734 Gl/05—8 
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CA^CITY UT ILIZATION OF DOMFSTir 

37. The performance of the domestic industry has also been examined with reference 
to Its capacity, output and capacity utilization and impact of the dumped imports on these 
parameters, if any. The production of the domestic industry has declined from 1180 MT 
during 2000 -2001 to 952 MT during the POI. The production capacity of the domestic 
industry has remained the same during the injury period and/the capacity utilisation has 
declined during the POI in the declining demand scenario durihg the POI. 


Year 

Installed 
capacity (MT) 

Production (All 
Products) (MT) 

Capacity Utilization 
(%) 

2000-01 

1560 

1180 

76 

2001-02 

1560 

1178 

76 

2002-03 

1560 

r 1035 

66 

2003-04 

1560 

952 

61 


DEMAND AND MARKET SHARES 


38 The total demand has been estimated based on the combined volume of domestic 
.sales and imports from other countries, as well as imports made into the domestic market 
irom the Subject countries. 



2000-2001" 

2001- 

2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Demand(MT) 





Domestic sales 

1018 

1183 

850 

923 

Imports from subject countries 

2905 

1943 

1447 

875 

Imports from other countries 

1018 

1634 

1631 

1035 

Total imports 

^3923 

3578 

3078 

1910 

Total demand 

4942 

4760 

3928 

2833 

Market share(%) 





Domestic industries 

21 

25 

22 

33 

Subject countries 

59 

41 

37 

30 

Other countries 

20 

34 

41 

--—-k 

-37 


39. The demand of the subject goods has decreased significantly from 4942 MT 
during 2000-2001 to 2833 MT during the POI. At the same time imports have also 
declined both m absolute numbers and in terms of market share. The market share of 
domestic industry has increased from 21% during 2000-2001 to 33% during POI whereas 
market share of dumped imports from subject countries has showing a trend of decline 
Md it has declined by 29% during the POI. However, imports from non dumped sources 
have increased by 17% in total demand. Therefore, the data indicates that after imposition 
of duty the condition of the domestic industry has substantially improved in terms of its 
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market share and there is no volume effect of the dumped imports to the domestic 
industry. 


SAI FS REALISATION OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

40. The selling price of the domestic industry has reduced from 100 during 2000- 
2001 to 81 during the POI signifying a reduction of 19 % from 2000-2001 levels. There is 
also a significant reduction in the cost of production also during previous three years. e 
cost of production and net selling prices of the domestic industry as per the recor 

maintained by it has been as follows: 


Indexed data 


Year 

Cost to make & sell 
Per MT (Rs.) 

Selling Price / 
MT 
(Rs.) 

Profit / (Loss) 
per MT 
(Rs.) 

2000-2001 


* + 


7001-2002 




2002-2003 


+ + + 


2003-2004 





41 It is noticed that there is a significant reduction in the cost of produchon from 
100 during 2000-2001 to 76 during the POI and Ihc corresponding decline m scUi"g 
prices is of 19%. However, the drop in cost of production is much more compared to he 
selling prices of Ihe domestic industry. The domestic industry from a loss ol -100 during 

2000-2001 has improved its financial position during the injury period an re ec mg a 
profit to the extent of 764 during the POI. fhe profit per MT ol the ^ 

showing significant improvement alter imposition of the duty but has showm a dec 

between 2002-03 and 200 j-04 . 


PRICE UNDERCUTTING 


42 A comparison for subject goods during the period under myesligat.on was made 
between the weighted average landed value of dumped imports and the domestic selling 
price in Ihe domestic market. The landed value of imports from the subject countries was 
tower than the net sales realization of Ihc domestic industry for the subject goods during 
rPOt ireby, nndercurring the selling price ofthe domestic industry. The undercutt.ng 
margin was in the range of 7% to 16% during the POI. 


Price Undercutting 

EC 

- f 

USA 

Subject 

Countries 

1 Tsj’el sales realization 

** + + 

+ ♦ + + 



52724 

^ 63114 1 

5404() 

i Price Undercutting 

1 Price Undercutting (%) 

**** 

•kk-kk 





PRICE UNDERSFM INC 

underselling is an important indicator of assessment of injury; thus the 
val ^ ^ injurious price and compared the same with the landed 

cvlLteVrrthe'llo fnon-injurious price has been 
or h n oduc 011 ^ ""h" f P-P-^ely considering the cost of production 
IZfZ ^ u '''''^^^''®"S‘deratlon during the POI. Also in order to eliminate 

utilization has been normated. The analysis shows that the 

than the 

'. ■ price determined for the domestic industry during the period of 

investigation. The underselling margin was in the range of 5% to 15% during tL POI. 


[■ ^ -— ~ —- — 

Price Underselling 

EC 

USA 

Subject 

Countries 

iNon Injurious Price 


**** 

* + ♦>(! 

Landed Value 

^52724 

63114 

54040 

Price Underselling 


**** 

* *** 

Price Underselling (%) 

**** 

---^ 

* A * lA 

A A A A 


nf th. of "Object goods is lower than the domestic selling price 

ol the domestic industry thereby, undercutting the domestic sales prices. However it is 


OTHER INJURY PARAMETERS 


43. After having examined the effect of dumped imports on the volumes and prices of 
the domestic industry and major injury indicators like volume and value of imports 
capacity, output, capacity utilization and sales of the domestic industry as w'ell as demand 
patern with market shares ol various .segments in the earlier section, other economic 
parameters which could indicate existence of injury to the domestic industry have been 
analysed here as toilovvs: 


PROFITARII ITV 


46, The profitability of the domestic industry has been anal vsod from the record of the 

C(imn;^nv 


1^ Year 

L. ... 

[ Cost to make *8 sell 
Per Ml (Rs.) 

Selling Price / 
MT 
(Rs.) 

Indexed data 
Profit / (Loss) per 
MT 
(Rs.) 

1 2()()0-20()! 



4444 

\ 2001-2002 


315 + 4^ * 

*4 + 4 

^002-2003 


4444 

444* 

'^m-2004 

* + ** ^ 

4444 


< 
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47. The domestic industn'’s profitability has improved from -100 during 2001-2001 
to 764 during the POL It has certainly declined during the POI if compared with the 
immediate preceding years, however from a loss scenario of the domestic industry during 
the base year has entered into the profit. It can he seen from the above table that the 
profits of the domestic industry have improved during the POI. 

EMPLOYMENT 

48. The domestic industry has curtailed the number of employees as its production 
has dropped from 100 during 2000-2001 to 81 during the POI. But the productivity per 
employee have just dropped above 2%, therefore it can not be the cause of injury to the 
domestic industry. The domestic industry has claimed that the num‘',.r of employees have 
been reduced as a cost cutting measure to improve the producth ‘y. It is noted that 
change in level of employment has not caused any injury to the domestic industry. 


Year 

No. of 
Employees 

Production (Kg) 

Productivity Per 
Employee (Kg) 

2000-2001 

100 

100 

100 

2001-2002 

121 

100 

82.30 

2002-2003 

90 

88 

97.50 

2003-2004 (Period of 
Investigation) 

83 

81 

97.68 


WAGES 

49. The wages for the subject goods has increased from 100 during 2000-2001 to 122 
during the POI, at the same time wages as percentage of sales has also shown a increase 
trom 100 during 2000-2001 to 130.25 during the POI. The Wages and salary per 
employee of the domestic industry has increased during the period of investigation. 
However, it is observed that the domestic industry is earning a reasonable profit even 
after the increase in wages of the domestic industry. As such wages could not be a factor 
for injury to the domestic industry. 


Year 

Wages per MT 

Wages as % of sales 

Wages per 
employee 

2000-2001 

100 

hoo 

100 

2001-2002 

96 

84.94 

79 

2002-2003 

115 

125.27 

112 

2003-2004 (Period of 
Investigation) 

122 

130.25 

119 


PRODUCTIVITY 


50. There is a marginal drop in productivity in terms of production per employee due 
to drop in output during this period. Productivity of the domestic industry, as reflected in 
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terms of production per employee, has a drop of 2% during the POl whereas the 
production has dropped from 100 to 81 in the same period. It can not, therefore, he said 
that the domestic industry has suffered injury due to decline in productivity. 


Indexed 


Year 

No. of 
Employees 

Production (Kg) 

Productivity Per 
Employee (Kg) 

2000-2001 

100 1 

100 

100 

2001-2002 

121 

100 

82.30 

2002-2003 

90 

88 

97,50 

2003-2004 (Period of 
Investigation) 

83 ^ 

81 

97.68 


INVENTORIES 

51. Inventory position of the Company shows significant improvement. The stocks of 
tire domestic industry decreased from 100 during 2000-2001 to 16.31 during the POl and 
as a percentage of sales it has decreased from 100 during 2000-2001 to 16.31 during the 
POL 


Indexed 


Year 

------ 

As a % of month sales 

Closing Stock MT 

2000-2001 1 

100 

100 

2001-2002 

4.44 

5.15 

2002-2003 

136.17 

113 

2003-2004 

~ 18.01 

16.31 


INVESTMENT AND RETURN ON INVESTMENT 

52. There has been no capacity addition or any marakable fresh investment by the 
applicants during the investigation period. The domestic industry has been consistently 
improving its profitability. The domestic industry has achieved a positive ROCE during 
the POl from a negative return in the base year. 


Year 

Indexed 

2000-2001 

-100 

2001-2002 

91 

2002-2003 

154 

POl 

49 


CASHFLOW 

53. The domestic industry is a multi-product company with multiple production plants, 
it could not be possible to determine the actual magnitude of cash-flow of the product. 
However it has been observed that the company has improved its cash-profit of the 
product substantially over the period of injury. 
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MAGNITUDE OF DUMPING 

54. Magnitude of dumping as an indicator of the extent to which the dumped imports 
can injure the domestic industry' shows that the dumping margin determined for the 
subject countries during the POl, is substantial, even when the antidumping duty is in 
force, 

FACTORS AFFECTING PRICES 

55. Change in cost structure if any, competition in the domestic industry and prices of 
competing substitutes have been examined for analyzing the factors other than dumped 
imports that might be affecting the prices in the domestic market. There is no viable 
substitute to this product and M/s Deepak Nitrite is the sole producer of the subject good 
in India. Therefore, domestic competition does not affect the prices. 

EVIDENCE OF LOST CONTRACTS 

56. The domestic industry did not produce any evidence regarding loss of order or 
contract due to imports of subject goods from subject countries. As such loss of contract 
could not be a factor for injury to the domestic industry. 

CONCLUSION 

57. On the basis of examination of injury factors, it is noted that the market share of 
the domestic industry in total demand has increased whereas the market share of dumped 
imports from subject countries has gone down. The total imports of subject goods has 
decreased roughly by 50% during the POI compared to the base year whereas the 
production and the domestic sales of the domestic industry has not declined in proportion 
to the decline in total demand of the subject goods. The profitability of domestic industry 
has improved during the POI. The cash profit of the domestic industry has also improved 
during the injury period. The inventory position of the domestic industry is also showing 
a growth during the POI and as a percentage of month’s sales it has also improved. The 
dumped imports from subject countries are undercutting the selling price of the domestic 
industry but the domestic industry is realizing the selling price more than the non 
injurious price determined for the domestic industry. 

F.3 OTHERS KNOWN FACTORS 


Volume and prices of imports from other sources 


MT 

2000-2001 

2001-2002 

2002-2003 

POI 

Subject 

countries 

2905 

1943 

1447 

875 

Other countries 

1018 

1634 

1631 

1035 


3923 

3578 

3078 

1910 
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Subject 

countries i 

, 74.05 

54.32 

47.02 

45.82 

Other countries 

25.95 

45.68 

52.98 

54.18 


58. During the PCI, imports have taken place from many countries other than the 
subject countries, including Belarus .Total import from other sources has increased from 
1018 MT during 2000-2001 to 1035 MT during POI, however it is noted that 356 MT 
alone was exported from Belarus during POI. The Authority also noteed that weighted 
average import price from these sources is more or less same as the dumped import prices 
from the subject countries. Therefore, the imports from the other sources also appear to 
have significant effect on the domestic industry, both in terms of volume and value. 


Contraction in demand and / or change in pattern of consumption 



2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

Demand 

4942 

4760 

3928 

2833 

Indexed j 100 

96.33 

79.48 

57.33 


59. Total domestic demand of the product under consideration has declined from 
4942Mr during 2000-200! to 2833 MV during the POI after a increase in 2001-2002 and 
declined subsequently in both years. The market share of domestic industry in the 
demand has showm.a substantial increase in a decreasing demand scenario whereas the 
share of subject countries has decreased. At the same time share ol imports from other 
sources has increased from 21 % to 37% in total demand. 

Trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreig n and domestic 
producers 

60. fhe subject goods are freely importable and there are no trade restrictive practices 
in the domestic market. The domestic industry is the sole producer of the subject goods in 
the country. Moreover, imports from other sources have sizable presence in the Indian 
market, w hich has grown substantially along with the imports from subject countries. 

Development of technolosfv and export performance 

61. Technology or technology related issues have not been raised by any interested 
party as cause of injury to the domestic industry. It is noted that the domestic industry has 
exported a very small quantity during the POI as a market entry move and that does not 
substantially affect the profitability of the company. 

Productivity of the Domestic Industry 

62. Productivity of the domestic industry in terms of labour output and daily output 
has shown a marginal decline compared to the base year. However, it is noted that this 
marginal decline is negligible compared with the decline in production. 
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F4 LIKELIHOOD OF RECURRENCE OF DUMPING AND INJURY 

63. Since the Authority has already determined that the subject goods are continuing 
to enter the Indian market at dumped prices from the subject countries, an analysis of 
recurrence of dumping is not required. However, looking at the non-cooperation of the 
exporters to provide credible evidence on the normal value of the product in the subject 
countries it can be reasonably concluded that the exports would continue to enter the 
market at dumped prices. But looking at the price level at which the product is entering 
the Indian market from all sources it is unlikely that further reduction of the export prices 
could take place immediately. 

64. Therefore, it is pertinent to examine whether injury to the domestic industry is 
likely to recur due to these dumped imports if the duty' is removed or varied. It has 
already been established that the landed value of imports from the subject countries 
without the antidumping duty is below the selling price of die domestic industry and the 
NIP determined by the Authority for the domestic industry. However, the Authority notes 
that the net sales realization of the subject goods is more than the non injurious price 
determined for the domestic industry'. Therefore, removal of the duty fixed in terms of 
reference price is not likely to materially affect the domestic industry, 

65. However, in addition to the examination of material injury, likelihood of 
recurrence of injury or threat of injury to the domestic industry has been examined by the 
Authority on the basis of the claims made by the domestic industry'. 

66. The Domestic Industry has submitted that the threat of material injury' should be 
examined in terms of Annexure II (vii) of the Rules, w'hich states as under: 

"A determination of a threat of material injury shall be based on facts and not merely on 
allegation, conjecture or remote possibility. The change in circumstances, which would 
create a situation in which the dumping would cause injury, must be clearly foreseen and 
imminent. In making a determination regarding the existence of a threat of material 
injury, the Designated Authority shall consider, inter alia, such factors and; 

(a) a significant rate of increase of dumped imports into India indicating the 
likelihood of substantially increased importation. 

(b) Sufficient freely disposable or an imminent, substantial increase in capacity of the 
exporter indicating the likelihood of substantially increased dumped exports to 
Indian market, taking into account the availability of other export markets to 
absorb any additional exports. 

(c) Whether imports are entering at prices that will have a significant depressing or 
suppressing effect on domestic prices, and would likely increase demand for 
further imports and, 

(6) Inventories of the article being investigated. ’’ 

67. Though the above provision do not provide appropriate parameters for 
examination of likelihood of recurrence of injury in a review investigation, in the absence 
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of any express provision In this regards the Authority has examined some of these 
parameters to draw inference on the subject. 

68. In die instant case, the imports of the subject goods have decreased over the injur>- 
period and demand has also declined to attract more imports. It is noted that the domestic 
industry' did not substantiate with evidence in support of its apprehension of imminent 
injury' and in absence of substantiated evidence regarding threat of injury, the Authority 
did not find appropriate to recommend continuation of anti-dumping measures as current 
imports are not causing injury' to the domestic industry. There is no evidence on record to 
show that the injury would recur if the duties are discontinued. However, it is noted that 
the dome.stic selling price is higher than the non injurious price determined for the 
domestic industry'. 

G. CALSAL LINK: 

69. fhe submissions made by interested parties in respect of the issue of causal link 
have been examined, A detailed examination was made with regards to the issues 
pertaining to the material injury’ to the domestic industry and causal link between the 
material injury to the domestic industry' and dumped imports. Paragraph (v) of Annexurc 
II of the Anti-diunping Rules reads as under; 

" ll must he demonstrated that the dumped imports are, through the effects of dumping, as 
set forth in paragraphs (ii) and (iv) above, causing injury to the domestic industry. The 
demonstration of a causal relationship between the dumped imports and the injury to the 
domestic industry shall he based on an examination of relevant evidence before the 
de.dgnated authority. The designated authority shall also examine any known factors 
other than the dumped imports which at the same time are. injuring the domestic industry, 
and the injury caused by these other factors must not be attributed to the dumped 
imports. Factors which may he relevant in this respect include, inter alia, the volume and 
prices of imports not sold at dumping prices, contraction in demand or changes in the 
patterns of consumption, trade restrictive practices of and competition between the 
foreign and domestic producers, developments in technology and the export performance 
and the productivity of the domestic industry." 

70. It is noted that market share of the domestic industry has increased in demiind 
during the period of investigation from 21% in 2000-01 to 33% during the period of 
inve.stigation. It is noted that the net sales realisation of the subject goods of the domestic- 
industry is above the non injurious price determined for the domestic industry during the 
period of investigation. It is noted that the dumped imports from subject countries has 
decreased from 74.05% during 2000-01 to 45,82% during the POI of total imports 
whereas imports from other sources increased from 25.95% during 2000-01 to 54,18 % 
during the POT. It is also found that volume and prices of imports from other sources 
which coii.stitutes 54.18% may have adverse affect on domestic prices of the domestic 
industry. 
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71. The Authority is of the view that domestic industry is not suffering material injury 
due to dumped imports from subject countries and it may not be appropriate to continue 
w'ith the existing anti dumping measures. 'ITie examination of dumping and injury 
indicates that there is no current injury to the domestic industry' due to dumped imports 
and not likely to have injury due to dumped imports . The domestic industry argued that 
dumping is still continuing from the subject countries and causing injury' to the domestic 
industry. The domestic industry has further submitted that withdrawal of existing anti¬ 
dumping duty may' likely to lead a recurrence of dumping and injury to the domestic 
industry. It is noted that the domestic industry did not substantiate with evidence in 
support of its apprehension of imminent injury due to dumped imports from subject 
countries. In absence of substantiated evidence regarding threat of injury, the Authority 
did not find appropriate to recommend continuation ol anti-dumping measures as current 
imports are not causing injury to the domestic industry. There is no evidence on record to 
show that the injury w'ould recur if the duties are discontinued. The Authority, therefore 
concludes that the discontinuation of the anti dumping duty may not likely to lead to 
recurrence of injury to the domestic industry. 

H FINAL FINDINGS : 

72. The Authority after considering the foregoing, concludes that: 

(a) subject goods originating in or exported from subject countries have been 
exported to India below their normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry' has not suffered material injury' due to dumped imports; 

(c) and discontinuation of anti-dumping duties on the subject goods from subject 
countries may not likely to lead to the recurrence of injury' jmd dumping to the domestic 
industry; 

(d) in view of the above, the Designated Authority considers it appropriate to 
recommend di.scontinuation of the anti-dumping duties recommended earlier vide 
Notification No. 59/1/2001- DGAD dated 01/03/2001 and imposed on all imports of 
Hydroxyl Amine Sulphate (HAS) classified under chapter 28 of the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 (as amended) originating in or exported from EU,USA and Japan. 

(e) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975( as amended). 


CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapurt, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the ControUer of Publications. Delhi-110054. 



